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Arian SUBSCRIPTION 
| CANSIDERS DC 


HEN I drew up the Caſe of Arian 
DYGEI Subſcription, & c. I was apprehenſive - 1 
d that ſo plain a Charge, and ſo home Ko 
preſs'd, might exaſperate the Per- Av 
ſons coneern d: Though I took care 
do treat them with all the Mild- 
neſs and Tenderneſs that the Subject would bear; 
confining my ſelf to the reaſoning Part, naming 

no particular Men but ſuch as. I was obliged to 

quote, and candidly exempting the principal Man 

of Them, that the Charge might be as general, and 
inoffenſive as poſſible; cans rather upon the Thing 
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Case eſ Subſeriptionto the 


ing Corruptions in Practice, and eſpecially in Prin- 
ciples. If Arian Subſcription be really fraudulent 
and immoral (which no conſidering Man can 


doubt of) it may concern Thoſe Gentlemen ra- 


ther to teſtify their ſincere Repemance, than to ac- 
_ the Wor'd with their cauſeleſs Reſertments. 
ſhall here ſay nothing to the abuſive Flirts of the 


nameleſs Author, who has been pleaſed (till to per- 


ſiiſt in the Defence of Arian Subſcription: Except 


it be to remind him that Thoſe aſſuming Strains very 
ill become either fo weak a Cauſe, or ſuch a guilty 
Practice. I was once inclinable to take no Notice 
of ſo mean a Pamphlet; concluding that I had 
faid enough, when I had ſaid en for Men 
of Senſe and common Ingenuity; and it is often 
not adviſable to preſs Things to the utmoſt. But 
ſince This is a Cauſe of very great Moment, where- 
in the very Foundations of moral Honeſty, as well 
as of Chriſtian Siucerity, are deeply concern'd ; I 


think it incumbent upon me to proceed ſomewhat 
further in it: And it Thoſe Gentlemen reſolve to 
g0 on in maintaining an Open Fraud às long as it 
s poſſible to amuſe or deceive, tho only the weak- 
eſt and moſt ignorant Readers; I alſo muſt reſolve 


(by Gods A ſſiſtance, and for God's Glory) to go 


on in the Defence of Sinceriry and Probity, till the 


very meaneſt Readers may ſufficiently underſtand 


it. To come to the Buſineſss. 


The Pamphlet lately publiſh'd, is entituled, The 
XXXIR Articles confider'd ; 
| loccafion'd 
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Caſe of Arian Subſeription. 5 
occafion'd by Dr. W Caſeof Arian Swhſcription. "The 
Author is but juſt, as well as modeſt, in not cal 
ling it an Auſwer to Mine: For indeed, he has 
left the moſt material Points untouched, without 


ſo much as attempting any Thing like an Anſwer, 
If you will take his bare Word for it, the Articles 


of our Church, ſo far as concerns the Trinity, are 
general, indefinite, undeterminate; not particular, ſpe» 
cial, or deftrminate, He takes This for granted, and 


reaſons all the Way upon That Suppoſition; which 


is very unaccountable: Unleſs it were becauſe I had 
demonſtrated the contrary, beyond all reaſonable 
Reply; and fo there was no other Way left but to 
ſtifle the Evidence, to proteſt againſt Fact, and to 
bear the Reader down with a falſe Preſumption. 
Such a Management as This, is, in effect, little 
elſe but a more untoward Way of giving up the 
Cauſe; where a Man does the Thing, but loſes 
all the Grace and Credit of it, by his Manner of 
doing it. But let us ſee how he goes on, to give 
ſome colour, at leaſt, to his Pretences. I had preſs'd 
the Arian Subſcribers with the Athanafian Creed, 
the Liturgy, and the Articles; to prove that our 
Church was particular, and determinatein the Points 
diſputed. -Nat a ſingle Word has This Writer to 
ſhow, either that the Athanaſian Creed, or Liturgy 
is not determinate, as I repreſented: And as to the 
Articles, he ſeems to make no Account of Any but 
the Firſt: of which he often intimates, that he has 
ſome Way of evading it, but he does not care to 
tell us what; for fear he ſhould be found faultring 


even there, and lie open to Rebuke for it. The 
Furſt Article, alone, is, I am very certain, more 
than He can fairly deal with: But I muſt remind 


Him farther, that the 24and 5* Articles do alſo re- 


quire his Conſideration; and then there is the 
there? eighth, 


6 A. Supplement to the 
eighth, which, unfortunately for Him, carries all the 
Three Creeds in the Bowels of it; Creeds which, 


as the Article ſays, (and as This Writer ſays, if 


He ſubſcribes to it) ought thoroughly to be received 


and believed ; for They may be proved by moſt certain 


Warrants of Holy Scripture. - „„ 
Well then, we have the Creeds wrapp'd up in 
the Articles: And the Subſcriber muſt be content to 
take in all, or none: Let us next ſee tò the Litur- 
This Gentleman thinks he has a Fetch for 
That: He Subſcribes not to the Truth of every 
particular, but to the Uſe only, and that it contains 
nothing contrary to the Word of God. Now, ſays he, 
1. muſt freely own that I ſee no contradiction, noneceſſa- 
ry Abſurdity in the Ule of what a Man may wiſh to 
have in ſome Things corretted *. I would be as fa- 
vourable to This Myiter as poſſible. I do allow of 
his Diſtinction, and that it may be proper, and 


pertinent, in ſome Caſes: But I can never allow 


that a Man may »ſe a ſolemn formal Lie in his 
Prayers, and often repeat it, under pretence that 
ve may admit the Uſe of ſome things which might 
be correfted. This is arguing from Gnats to Ca- 
melt, and widening the Rule beyond all Meaſure 
and Proportion. This will beſt be underſtood in 
the Sequel, when the Reader comes to ſee what 
kind ot Things tho e are which This Gentleman 


\defires to uſe, without believing a Syllable of them. 
J muſt obſerve farther, that the Subſcriber is tied 
up to believe that the Liturgy contains nothing con- 


trary to the Word of God. Does not This pinch 
a little cloſer than This J/riter might wiſh ? 


Has He nothing to object againſt any Expreſſions 
in the Liturgy, but that They contain Things 


— wn 


. Caſi of Subſcription, KC, p. 46, e ID 
 - ſeemingly 


ſeemingly contrary to natural Reaſon? Have they no- 
thing contrary to Scy;pture,to what He calls Scripture? 
I ſhould be thankful to Him for ſo obliging àa Con- 
ceſſioñ. After all, I would adviſe this Writer, not 
to pretend to be Wiſer than Dr. Clarke. The Do- 
ctor had conſidered Theſe Matters much, and long: 
And I have not yet found any Diſciple of his that 
has endeavour'd to refine upon him, but what has 
ex poſed himſelf in doing it. The wary Doctor was 
ſenſible that Articles, Creeds and Liturgy muſt all 
come into account, and all be reconciled (if poſſi- 
ble) to his own Hyporhefis. He made no diſtin- 
ction between admitting the Truth of This, and 
the Uſe only of That; well knowing, that Truth 
and Uſe are coincident in a Caſe of This high Mo- 

ment; and that he could not ſubmit to the Uſe of 
Thoſe Prayers but in ſuch a Senſe as He thought 
True. He took the only Wey of ſettling That Mat- 
ter for his purpoſe, had there really been Any: 


But as his fail d, the Flaw in the Architecture is ne- 


- 


ver to be made up by common Hande. 

Having ſhown that Creeds, Articles, and Liturg y 
muſt all come in, to determine in our preſent Que- 
ſtion; I would now proceed to cite Paſſages from 


our publick Forms, and confront Them with ſele& - 


- Sentences drawn from the Writings of the New Sett, 
that every common Reader (for to ſuch I now 
. write) may have Ocular Demonſtration of the Truth 
of what I affirm, that the Expreſſions of our pub- 
lick Forms are ſpecial, preciſe, and determinate againſt 
the New Scheme; not general, or indefinite, as This 
Writer wiſhes, I can hardly ſay believes, But I 


muſt firſt take notice of a Remark which He has 


Page the 8h, that we are obliged to Subſcribe only 
the Engliſb Articles, not the Latin. Iknow not what 


uſes He intends by it; tho He intimates there may 


Caſe of Arian Sulſeriptim. 7 


8 A Supplement tothe * 


be ſome ; keeping upon the Reſerve, as uſual, when 
he ſuſpects an Advantage may be taken. Dr. Clarke, 
to do Him juſtice, openly declared what Evaſions, 
or Salvo's he had to juſtify his Subſcribing. He 
conſidered, I ſuppoſe, that without This, it would 
be Subſcribing with mental Reſervations; which 
is perfect Jeſuitiſm. But This Writer perhaps 
thinks there's no harm in it, that it is an innocent 
Practice; and that ſo long as He can but invent ſome 
ſecret Evaſion to Himſelt, He need have no concern 
about ſatisfying the World. To return to the Mat- 
ter in hand. As to the Articles, Engliſh and Latin, 
I may juſt obſerve, for the ſake of ſuch Readers as 
are leſs acquainted with Theſe Things: Firſt, That 
the Articles were paſs d, recorded, and ratified in 
the Year 1562, and in Latin only. Secondly, That 
thoſe Latin Articles were reviſed and corrected by 
the Convocation of 1571. Thirdly, That an authen- 
tick Engliſo Tranſlation was then made of the La- 
tin Articles by the ſame Convocation, and the Latin 
and Engliſh adjuſted as nearly as poſſible. Fourth- 
h, That the Articles thus perfe&ted in Both Lan- 
guages were publiſhed the ſame Year, and by the 
Royal Authority. Fifthly, Subſcription was requi- 
red, the ſame Year, to the Engliſh Articles, called 
the Articles of 1562, by the famous Act of the 
13 rb of Elzabeth b. % V1.2 55; 
| Theſe things conſidered, I might juſtly ſay, 
with Biſhop Burnet ©, that the Latin and Eng 1 are 
Bothequally aut hentical. Thus much however I may 
certainly infer, that if in any Places the Engliſh 
Verſion be ambiguous, where the Latin Original is 


o See the Particulars proved at large in Dr. Bennet's Eſſay 
en the 39 Articles, | | Fain ke 115 

2 Burnet, Pref. co the Anticles, p. 10. ur 

5 clear 


_ Cafe of Arian Subſcription. , 9 
clear and determinate ; the Latin ought to fix the 
more doubtful Senſe of the other (as alſo vice verſa) 
it being evident that the Convocation, Queen, and 
Parliament intended the ſame Senſe in Both. For 
inſtance, in Article the |Firſt, the Three Perſons 
are declared to be of one Subſtance, in the Latin, 
ejuſdem Eſſentiæ, that is, of the ſame Eſſence; From 
hence it is manifeſt, that one Subſtance is equivalent 
to ſame Subſtauce, or Eſſence. Again, in Article 
the ſecond, the Eug/iſh Verſion runs thus: The 
Son, which is the Word of the Father, begotten from 
everlaſting of the Father, the very aud eternal God, 
of one Subſtance with the Father, &c. Now, in the 
Engliſh, the Words the very and eternal God may 
poſſibly be referr'd to the Father juſt before men- 
tion d: But the Latin Article © plainly ſhows that 
the Words are to be referred to God the Son, and 
could not have been intended of God the Father, 
in that Place} From hence we ſee how uſeful it 
may be to compare the Engliſh and Latin together, 
in any doubtful Caſes: For, there cannot be a more 
demonſtrative Proof than This is (where it can be 
had) of the true Senſe and Meaning of Compilers 
and — And let This Writer. pretend what 
He pleaſes, when once the true and full Senſe of 
the Impoſers is fix d and certain, That very Senſe, 
and That only, is bound upon the Conſcience of 
every Subſcriber. This I have abundantly proved 
in my former Papers: To which 1 ſhall only now ꝗ 
add This plain Reaſon ; that, ſince Words are de- 
ſigned co convey ſome Meaning, if we take. the 
Liberty of playing upon Words after the _—_ 
is fix'd and certain, there can be noSecurity ag 


4 Filius, qui eſt Verbum Patris, ab æterno A Patre geni- 
tus, verus & #ternus Deus, ac Patti Conſubſtantialis, -c. 


Ari, 2, | . 2 * 5 8 + a ; "+ * f 1 
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10 MA Supplement to the 
Equi vocation, and Wile, in any Laws, Oaths, Con- 
tralis, Covenants, or any Engagements whatever: 
All the Ends and Uſes of Speech will hereby be 

erted; and there can be no ſuch Thing as 

aith, Truſt, or mutual Confidence among Men. 

I proceed now to ſet before the Reader the Te- 
nets of our neu Guides, in one Column, with the 
Tenets of our Church in another, oppoſite Column; 
that from thence we may form a judgment of their 

Agreement, or Diſagreement. I ſhall take my Ci- 
tations of the firſt Column from Dr. Clarke and his 
profeſs d Diſciples ; not from Mr. Whiftor and his, 
who are known to beleſs reſerved, and who abhor 
this kind of fraudulent Subſcription as much as I 
do. I ſhall not Scruple citing ſome Paſſages out 

of the fit Edition of Scripture Dofirine, which are 
left out in the ſecond; becauſe, tho the Doctor does 

| not own them, yet his Diſciples muſt, till they ci- 

| | ther give better, or yield up the Cauſe of Sub- 


1 
* 


 ſeription. 


The + whats of The Scripture-Doftrine of 
the Trinity, according the Trinity according to 
to Dr. Clarke and his the Church of England 
| | Followers © in her publick Forms. 


Dr. Clarke's Scheme In the Unity of This 
4 makes the Unity of the Godhead there be Three il 
| Son and Spirit with the Perſons of one Subſtance, | 
B Father to be only figura- | Art. 1. 
3 tive, not (neceſſarily 4) Fe on 
an The 


PEE — G 2 n. * 


| ' 4 Note that the rwo Words neceſſarily, and individual, 

| | hers ſtand for nothing but to ſoften the Expreſſion. Neceſſa- 

tily is of no Moment, becauſe the Subſcriber is to acknowledgo 
that. the D-tirine of one Subſtance 3s warranted by Scrip- 

* 2 | ture, 
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„ of Arian Subſcription. 1 1 
an Unity of Eſſence, or in- The Son — of one 


dividual Subſtance, but Subſtance with the Fa- 


of Authority and Conſent. ther. Art. 2. 
Modeſt Plea, p.7. The Holy-Ghoſt of 
one Subſtance with the Fa- 


ther and the Son. Art. 5. 


It may be proved b 
moſt certain Wren * 
Holy Scripture (Art. 8.) 
'That the Son is of one 

Subſtance with the Father, 
(Nic. Creed) and that He 

is God of the Subſtance of 
the Father; and that we 
ought not to confound the 
Perſons, nor divide the 
Subſtance. Athan. Creed. 


The Father alone is, n the Unity of This 


abſolutely mn the Godhead there be Three 


God of the Univer Perſons, Art. 1. 
Clarke, Prop. 8. | 3 
| The Scripture, when It may be proved by 


it mentions the oe God, molt certain Warrants of 
or the only God, always Holy Scripture (Art. 8.) 
means the ſupreme Per- that the Godhead of the 


| ſon of the Father. Father, of the Son, and 
” Clarke, Prop. 9. of the Holy-Ghoſt is all 
0 dees, that they are not 
R (447 three Gods, but one God. 
| 1 „ „% „%% 1 a 
si 00 
—— — — _ — — 
; tam, and therefore neceſſarily to be believed. And as to indivi- 
„ dual it ſignifies nothing here; the Doctor, it ſeems, denying all 


Unity of Subſtance, and admitting only Unity of Aythy» 
8 ity, aud Conſent. ; | 
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O holy, bleſſed and 


.. glorious Trinity, Three 


The Apoſtle | favs, 


God is the Father, which 
rs the direct contradicto- 
ry to your Notion, 


whoſe Definition of God' 


is, that He is —— the 


| Three Perſons. 


Modeſt Plea, p. 150. 


Demonſtration that 
one God is one Perſon on- 


Jy — otherwiſe impoſſi- 


le for one Perſon to be 
God. Colleci. of Que- 
. 


There are nat Three 
 Uncreated Perſons. 


Clarke, Script. Doct. 
ne een. 
The Father (or Firſt 


Perſon) alone is ſelf- exi- 
ſtent, underived, unori- 
ginated, independent, 
made of none, begotten 
_ of | none, proceeding 


» ft &: 


from none. 


— — 


— 2 »» 
ww 
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Perſons and one God. Lit. 

- Nothing contrary to the 
Word of God contain'd in 
this Form, 

O Lord, Almighty, 
everlaſting God; who 
art one God, one Lord, 
not one only Perſon, but 
Three Perſons in one Sub- 


ſtance, c. Comm. Off. 


Ever one God World 
without end, frequently 
applied to all the three 
Perſons in our Church's 
„„ 5 


It may be proved by 
moſt certain Warrants, 
c. (Art. 8.) that The 
Son is Uncreate, and the 
Holy - Ghoſt Uncreate - 
T heSon not made, nor crea- 
ted The Holy- Ghoſt 
neither made, nor created. 

Althan. Creed. 

One Lord jeſus Chriſt 
—— begotten not made. 

Nic. Creed. 
1 


Note that the Father alone is here ſaid to be made of 
none ; which is directly ſaying that the other Two Perſons 
are made, I Had obſerved the ſame of Dr. Clarke's th pro- 
poſition, but had it intimated to me, that the Doctor had put 
| « Semicolon at independent; zo ſhow that alone reach'd 


no 
hoe 


Cafe of Arian Subſcription. 


If any thin ing, tis moſt 
natural to infer that He 
(the Son) is not the very 


God, becauſe He is here 


ſo expreſsly contradiſtin- 
guiſh'd from Him. 
The Word when he 


appear'd in the Form of 


God, and as God, was 
no more than the Miuiſter 
and Angel of God. 


Mod. Plea, p. 30. 


It is without any colour 
from Scripture, that you 
affirm each of the Three 
Perſons to have the ſame 

right of Dominion. 
Mod. Plea, p. 159. 


oe 


gented. Supremacy , and 
Independency, He plain 2 
in reaſon and Con 

quence, excepted abſo- 
lute 8 infinite Powers, ſo 


that 


13 

The Son the ve- 

ry and eternal God. 
1 Art. 2. 

Very Gu of very God; 

| Nlicene Creed. 


The whote three per- 
ſons are co- eternal toge- 
ther and co-egual ———» 
equal to the Father as 
touching his Godbead. 

Ach. Creed, 

It may be proved by 
moſt certain Warrants of 
Holy Scripture, (Art. 8.) 
that ſuch as the Father is, 
ſuch is the Son, and ſuch 
is the Hol y-Ghoſt — 
The Father! is Lord, the 
Son Lord, and the Holy- 
Ghoſt Lord, and yet nat 
Three 19 but one 
Lord. Ath. Creed. 

There i is but one living 
and true God, everlaſt- 
ing of infinite Po- 
wer, Wiſdom, and Good- 
neſs and in Uni- 
ty of This Godhead 2 

e 


no 5 farther, the reſt being to be — of Father without 


the Reſtriction of alone. 


But, it ſeems, the modeſt Pleader 


was not aware of the Signiſicancy of the Semicolon, bur puis 
a Comma only: Whereſore I may juſily charge him with ma- 
king two of the Perſons Creatures. 

s Note the Word abſolute is only to ſoften the pe 
The Author, in reaſon and conſequence, plainly mtimaies that 


« the 
2 


14 
that the Objector might 
well have ſpared asking 
in the 6" Query, Whe- 
ther infinite Perfection 
can be communicated to 
a finite Being. 
Colleti. of Queries, p. 57. 


The divine Attributes 


of the Son are nat indivi- 
dually the ſame with thoſe 
of the Father 
As to their differing as 
finite and infinite, there 
can be but one intelligent 
Being * abſolutely infinite 
72 reſpeas. Collect. 
Queries, p. 54, 55. 
_ God, wc Lt 91 is ſtiled 
Father, muſt always be 


underſtood to be . | 


a true and proper Cauſe , 


really and efficiently gi- 


ving Life: Which con- 


moves the Argument 


uſually 


n 


— — 


A Supplement 10 the 


ſideration clearly re- 


be three Perſons of one 
Subſtance, Power and 
Eter nity. | Art. 1. 


That which we believe 
of the Glory of the Fa- 
ther, the ſame we believe 
of the Son and of the 
Holy Ghoſt, without any 
difference or inequality. 


It may 2 ed by 
ny __ arrants * 
Holy Scripture (Art. 8.) 
that the = is God , 
the Subſtance of the Fa- 
ther, ——— and Man 
of the Subſtance of his 
Mother; perfect God, and 
0 perfect 


ths Powers of the do and Hely-Gboſt are not infinite, aqd 


that They are finite Beings. 


— 


— JT 


h Note that Intelligent Being is with This Writer, and the + 
' whole Party, equivalent to Perſon : $o that hore Two of 
the Perſons ars declared to be finite Beings. 

i Dy. Clarke's Notion of à true and ove Cauſe is of 8 
Perſon acting _ Choice, or rather Acting (for acting, with 
Him, implies Choice) : So that his Meaning here is that the 
Father might chuſe whether the Son ſhould exiſt or n. The 
latter Part of the Citation inſinuates, that the Son is not as 
jraly equal in Nature #0 (by Father, 45 one Man js. to gnes 


Caſe of Arian Subſcription. 15 
uſually drawn from the perfect Man. 
| Equality between 2 Fa- to the Father as touch- 
ther and Son upon Earth. ing his Godhead. _ 
Clarke, Script. Dottr. Ath. Creed. 
pe-. 239,273. Ed. 24. 
The Father alone per- 1 + 
_ ſet in Himſelf, 5 | 
Script. Doftr. p. 273. in: 4 
Neceſſary-exiſtence is as The Son begotten, not 
inconſiſtent with being made, of one Subſtance 
begotten, as to have no with the Father. 
Cauſe of Exiſtence, and Nic. Creed. 
to have a Cauſe. , £ 
nn,, x | 
Selfrexiſtent, unorigi- The Son — not made, 
nate, or underived pro- nor created, but begot- 
perly expreſs d by neceſ- te. Ab. Creed. 
ſary exiſtence. | 
Med. Plea, p. 216, 217. 
The Son is not Se- The Son —— the ve 
exiſtent. Clarke, Prop. 12. ry and eternal God. Art. 2. 
comp. Reply, 162, 230, Ven God of very God. 
231. „„ Nic. Creed. 
— avowedly maintain, 
that the Son is not neceſ- 
farily exiſting k. 
Phileleuth. 2d Letter 
to Mangey, p. 27. 
An Angel might ſtrengj- It may be proved by 
then Him i, who was now molt certain Warrants of 
C in Holy 
| k N. B. Toe deny the Son's neceſſary Exiſtence is the ſame 
as to aſſert Him to be a precarious Being, depending as much 


on the Will of the Father, for his Exiſtence, 4s any Creature 
whatever, and therefore a Creature. 


Note, This is ſaid of the Son of God, even in his divine 
Nature, and whols Perſon, nor does this Author ever * 


ted to Him —— But at- 


BEV. K upplement 70 the 


in That State of Humi- 


Hation, made a little lo- 


wer than the Angels. 
1:95 4 Modeſt Plea, p. 93- 


The grand Principle 


(of Dr. Bennet) was, 


that the Word is the very 
God. When this was 


onee eſtabliſh'd, *rwas 
rightly thenee inferred, 
that The Word can't be 


exalted Nay, This 


„ 


my to ſuppoſe it? —— 
Our Saviour was Highly 


exalied, as the Reward 
of his Sufferings —— 
From the Doctor's Prin- 
ciple, tis a juſt inference 


Suppoſition will indeed 
tif thoſe” Queſtions, 

"Was the very God exalted ' © 
thereby Is it not Blaſphe- 


Holy Scripture (An. 8.) 
that the Son is Almighty, 
P erfebt | God, emmys equal 
to the Father, as touching 
his 'Godhead, 


The Son — The 


very and eternal God. 


J%%%ͤß7é⁵⁸ü.ĩñ gee, 4, 
*L Very Cod of very God. 
We. Creed, 


that the Word never was © 


exalted. But on the other 
Hand the Scriptures are 


clear, that He who was 


Dominion then commit- 


ter 


the inſtrument of his Fa- 
ther in the Work of Crea- 
tion, yet had not a King- 
dom, and Judgment, and 


— „„ Do 4 —— 


the Diflinftion of divine and humane Nature, bur rejefts ig 


45 implying a diviſion of Perſon. See p.97. 
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ter his Sufferings and 
Death, c. | 
Mod. Plea, p. 97, 98. 
This Power and Do- 
minion to which Chriſt 
is advanced at the right 
Hand of God, is not 
—* the higheſt Obiarafter 
Gab, Rotem” — tos 
Sonſhip, of in 
Smbip, Þ ter” is the 
F rundation of his perſongl of 
Godhead, and Addition 


ca Aer pin, 


892 # r 977 
„540 „ 1 + 4 


The Son hath a relative 
Omniſcience eommuni- 
cated to Him from the an 
Father; I mean that He 
knoweth all Things re- 
lating to the Creation 
and Government of the 
Univerſe: But yet He 
himſelf confeffeth Marr. 
xxiv. 36. of that Day and 
Hour, -&e. By which alf 


mea 72871 
- DOAJ - 300 100 10 8% 


F. 
f G. AN u did 


The * n WhihWd 
Word of the Fa ther, e- 
gotten from everlaſting of 
the Father, The bet 
eternal God, of one Sub- 
ſtance with the abe, | 

h Aa 4 2 | 


; Goof the 


e Father, 


——— — Tr! 


before the 93 wy 
Pros * 


114131 
ny ipiſte Son of 
God, begotten of his Fa. 
ther before all ** Worlds; 

God of. God, wer y God 

very God. Nie Creed. 
© One \iving and true 
God, of influit? Power, 
pap 

s Go e 
Three Perfons, 955 8 


Art. 1 
That which Abele 


of the Glory of the Fa- 


ther, the ſame we believe 
of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghoſt, withagt any 


the ancient Antenicene di 17 2275 0 e, 


Writers . underſtand 
is * 270 that 


* % * 


n ng 


2 ad 5. -< 


m Nate 3 Kis Writer very e 1 1 


ment with the Antenicene Writers: 
falſe in reporting their Sentiments, yet it cannot be doubred but 
C 


He here gives us wud own. 


And tho He is intirely 


thas our . as the 


Ads, or Son of God, 
did not then know the. Day 7 


ent. 
Ky - 15 5 p. 48, 


'od 1 not 8 


t Beck 

* 3. 1. Ed. 
71 of God 
the 3 is revealed in 
the. Old Teſtament — 
in the Dry, nel x 
it 22 tically ex- 

e [gd — i. 20 B 
15 neither, is there ay 


127 of the Son s.,. 
Col. of Queries, p. So. 
529 2 rd incarnate 
| en to the 
eclarati 
885 0 15 and St ane 
hether they who 
— 3 only the humane 
Nat paſſible, do not 
mw too little Regard 
to the, plain FINE of 
Scripture? 

Coll. of- Oueries, 
I Dr. Clarke's 
be right, it ſeems to fol- 
low — that all Wor- 


Typ ought to be 4 1 


- 
%*S It 
2 3 * 


. Supplement 70. the 


v: See alſo Unity of . 
(ac , 


| paſſi bilis) — 
nity of This ,,Godhead 


143. 
cheme | 


It = 12 dd b, by 
moſt certain Warrants of 


Holy Scri ture (Art. 8.) 


that the Son is eternal, 
and that the whole Three 


Perſons are co- eternal to- 


gether, and their Majeſty 
co- eternal, and that They 
are one eternal. 

Ath. Creed. 


a tact mois 
” Ore. ling wn of true 
God without . Body, 
Parts, and Paſſions, (im- 
in the U- 


there be three Perſons, 


Ce. 4 Art. I. 


The Son — The very 
and eternal God — 1 
God and very Man. 

TY, Art. 2. 

It may be proved by 
moſt certain Warrants, 
c. (Art. 8.) that The 


Unity in Trinity, and the 
oY 


JJ ²˙ 1X 


„ K La a wt a 


bs + 2 9 Of 


ea 


%ͤ ; Ä Hi. Pro Boe Tie Hon Dares 


_ Thoſe ver ry Pa 
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to 8 Trinity wy Unity xs 75 
excepting only that ſuc e Cree, 
Worip maybe ay} ro IJ 5 5 i 
Chriſt as Mediator, for 2. 
which we have wed HO TH 1019 et g 
Warrants from Examples PTR 55 5 . 

in oy _ * 


Abſolutely Supreme 0 „ bleſſed wy 


Honour due to the Per- glorious gt Oc. 
fon of the Father fingly, as "Lit. 


being alone the Supreme O Lord, Almighty, 
Original A aber of all everlaſting God, who 


Being and Power. art one God, one Lord, 


Clarke, Prop. 43. not one only Perſort but 
e three Perſons in one Sub- 
E : | 85 Hes, ” _ ne AN 


"hm: 'off 


From this View of the Dorine of our Chutth, 
compared with That of our New Teachers, it ap- 
pears that They are intirely oppoſite to each other, 
and are no more to be reconciled than Light and 
Darkneſs. And yet I have not took the Advan- 
tage of purſuing the Doctrine of Thoſe Gentlemen 
through its direct, immediate, and inevitable Cor - 
ſequences, in order to make the contradiction be- 
tween That and our Church's Forms, ſtill more 
glaring and palpable. No Body can doubt of their 
believing the Son and Holy- Shot to be Crentures, 
if either Arius, or Eunvmiys, or even Mr. M hiſton 


ever believed it. They undeniably believe Them 


to be what every Body means b Creature, incom- 
mon Speech and Language. This is demonſtra- 
ble, many Wa fo their Writings, and from, 

ages which I have here end.) 


» 


— 5 'S 2 | p* IF 


4 


A Supplement to ibe 
2 n then it 


s that the other Perſons are made, that 
is, are — . remilas are theirs, the 


Concluſion makes it ſelf. 

2. If the Father alone be . exiſting (as | 
Thoſe Gentlemen expreſsly teach); then is the Sor 
a precarious Being, which is only another Name for 
ans Erb The 3 8 follow of the Holy-Ghoſt. 

wanted an 
| ang, to 12 1 , He 2 Ro courle be 4 
ROAR Boy Being, that i is, a Creature... ... 
cy; 441 Son, 4775 nafos, Or Ward, was pro- 
2 $99.19 uch a Senſe as cannot with- 
| 1255 E aller 120 of the very God (as Theſe 
ach) then it is —— that the Son is an 
| e, and mutable Being, that is, a Creature. 

3 wh C God the Son was once ignorant, in his 
hi gheſt Nature (as theſe Men teach) and i ignorance 
can n to nothing but Creatures, He muſt of 

Pn be à Creature. 
Ws ither the, Son, nor Holy-Gholt ; is. the 
72 but excluded from the one True God- 
on (as Pre Men aſſert) 5 They muſt of courſe 

7 N 

N — neith ebe nor - Holy-Gholt b e the one 
255 = nor. have infinite a f. as Theſe 
Men Een, They can be on ly finite Beings; 
me * © Shri Bein is, of courſe, à Creature. 
it's Exa 5 22 after his 9 


„ 
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3 Thus may it be demonſtrated, nine ſeveral 
. (and more might be added) from theirown 
Writings, that the Abettors of the new Scheme make 


God the Son, (and ſo the Holy-Ghoſt of courſe) as 


; yery a Creature as ever did Arius, or Eunomius, or 
, any Arian whatever. 2 
N They muſt not hete pretend to run into general 
: Declamations againſt charging Men with Conſe- 
1 quences which they do not un. I allow ſuch a 
q ea to be reaſonable in ſome Caſes, but not in 


This. For inſtance, When a Calviniſt is charged 
- with the Disbelief of God's Holine 45 Juſtice, or Goods 
- neſs ; or an Arminian with the Disbelicf-of God's 
e Preſcience, Sovereignty, &c. Both Sides char ing 
1 each other with Conſequences reſpectively, as if They 
were truly their Tenets ; Such Condu& on cither 


- 


5 Side is juſtly condemn' d. But why. juſtly con- 
e demn'd ? Becauſe it is certain that Thoſe Conſe- 
f quences, which de draw for each other, are really 
not their Texets ; ſince They, reſpectively, diſavow, 
e and abhor any ſuch Tenets; and becauſe they are, 

.  reſpeRtively, ready, upon every occaſion, to declare 

e their full and intire Belief of Thoſe Artribures, | 
: which They are ſaid to deny; and would rather 4 
1 give up their main Hypotheſis, than be really guilty | 
e of arty ſuch impiety againſt God's Perfections. But | 
F now as to the n which I charge upon 


dur modern Reviyers of Arian;ſn; let it be ob- 
7 en, EY 
I. That they are many of them ſo direct, plain, 


wy and immediate from their Texets, that They are 
I hardly ſo properly Conſequences, as the very Tenets 
themſelves, differently exptels'd... þ 
re 2. Thoſe Gentlemen, when preſs d with Thoſe 
Fe Conſequences, give but too plain Suſpicion, that 
a- They both ſec and own them, and only YVerbally 
15 _— : diſclaim 


22 A Supplement to the 
diſclaim Them. For they expreſs no abliorrence 
or deteſtation of the Suppoſition of the Son and 
Holy-Ghoſt being finite, being precarious in their 
Exiſtence, being dependent on the Will of another. 
Nor do They ever declare (except when They 
Subſcribe) That either of thoſe Two Perſons is in- 
finitely perfil, is ſtrictiy onmiſcient, is all-ſufficient, 
or independent, as to exiſtence, on the Will of ano- 
ther. Inſtead of taking off the ſuſpicious Conſe- 

ences, They do all They can to inſinuate Them 
into their Readers; avoiding nothing but the 
Name of Creature ; all the while inculcating the 
Thing. And if they are farther preſs'd, They muſt 
at length allow, that They do admit the Sn and 
Hoh- Ghoſt to be Creatures, in our Meaning, in the 
common Meaning of Creature; only in ſome parti- 
cular Meaning of their own, They think they may 
deny it, of the Son, hardly of the Holy-Ghoſt. For 
the Holy-Ghoſt muſt be a Creature with Them, 
even upon Their own Definition of a Creature; as 
being one of Thoſe Beings brought into exiſtence 
by the Power of the Son of God, in Subordinati- 
on to the Will and Power of the Father”. I ay 
then, ſince the Conſequences wherewith we charge 
thoſe Gentlemen, are plain, certain, and irrefra- 
gable; ſince They are not able to ſhow where they 
fail, or that They are no Conſequences; ſince they are 

not ſollicitons to ward Them off by expreſſing any 
abhorrence of them, or by any Acknowledgment of 
the divine Perfections of the Son ot Holy-Ghoſt, in 
their full Extent, as underſtood of the Father ; 
ſince They appear only to avoid offenſive Names, 
in the mean while infinuating and inculcating, in 
other Words, the very Things with which we charge 


Them 


: n Sie Collection of Queries, p. 80 
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Them: Such being the Caſe, it is juſt to charge 
Them with Thoſe conſequences, as being really their 
Tenets: I ſay, juſt, in the Way of Diſputation; as to 
Legal Ceuſure, I concern not my felt with it. 
Having ſhown how oppolitethe neu Scheme is to 
our Church's Doctrine, it may now be proper to 
repreſent, in its true Colours, the Caſe of Arian 
Subſcription; that every ſuch Perſon, hen He 
preſumes to Sabſcribe, may underſtand how mean, 
and vile a Part He is therein acting. Let his 
own real Sentiments be here ſpecified, together 
with his Profeſſious, in the Words of our Church; 
and his Evaſions to ſatisfy his Conſcience, in This 
Sacred Engagement... 25 oo ant was © 
„ My Faith is that the Three, Perſons are Three 
| © Beings, and Three Subſtances; Two of them dif- 
« fering from the Firſt, as finite, and infinite : Yet 
I profeſs with Article the Firſt, that They are 
4 of one Subſtance (ejuſdem Eſſentiæ) becauſe the 
Words of one Subſtance may either ſignify I know 
„ not what, (See the Caſe, p. 40.) or may be in- 
« terpreted as Euſebius did the dM to ſignify 
& that the Son and Holy- Ghoſt have no Likeneſs at all 
&« to the Things which are made (therefore not made) 
4 but are like the Father in every reſpec} (See the 
& Caſe, p. 17.) therefore not differing inſinitely, or 
. vo Fay from ie, I ee os 
My Faith is that the Father oni, in oppoſition 

ce to all other Perſons whatever, is The very and 
«* eternal God; and conſequently, that the Son is 
& not the very and eternal God: Yet I make no Scru- 
4 ple to profeſs, with Article the Second, that The 
« Fon is the very and eternal God: Not the ſame Gad, 
ct but another God; Two very and eternal Gods, 


ce the Divinity of the latter being derived from the 
„ TOES ol 


i rar "7 man 
= | . bs 2 
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I believe that the Holy Ghoſt is no where ſet 
* forth-in Scripture as God, and that He is not 
bs; included in h the one in 7 hocs but "qv 

« of Courſe: Yer I re profeſs with Article the 


en, . is 4 7 one Subſtance, Majeſty, 


and Glory, with the Father and the Son, v 
« eternal God: Noti\the ſame God, but another; 


&. all, Three very and erernal Gods®, Eble C 


1 munication of divine Powers and Dignity from 
& one to the other TW. +; 


My Faith is, that to ſay, God is three Perſons 


is che dired contradictory to the Doctrine of St. 


Paul. Nevertheleſs, it may be proved by moft cer- 
tain Warrants of Holy Feripturꝭ, that the Godhead 


4 the Father, of the Son, ' and of the Holy-Ghoft 


& 5 all one, and that They are not Three Gods, 'but 
one God. This I ſeruple not to profeſs, becauſe 
by I can underſiend there are a when I read bey 
are not. £ 


,< My Faith is, chat the Cree called Athanafai 


* compoſed in overy dark ant ighyane ge, 2 7 


4 firm ' d more than is neceſſary, and more than i 


true v, according to the 1 Senſe: Yer 
4 willingly Subſcribe to Article the'$*, aſſerting 
that it ought throughly to be received and believed, 
and my be prove 2 moſt pt Warrants of Ho- 
* by Scripture; becauſe > Wie ſome way or other, 
2 ie to a meaning ing ſuitable eto my own Hy 
ben. * 

6 bY Lare belieie jth all neteff, to Salvation, to 
« WWo:fpip one God in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity 
* + or profeſs 2 God an aw Mar united 


1 1 1 4 We 


42 See my Defenſe, * 2% H. e eln 304) *? 
.P See Clarke's Scripture Hactrins. 2 18, 20g Fe. - Ant 

my Caſe of Arian Sadſcription, p. 50, &c. _ .,,,,, 
4 5g my Caſe of Arian a 1 


2 1 . _ . 
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in one Perſon: YetT readily acknowledge, with 
Article the 8*", that it may be proved by moſt cer- 
« tain Warrants of Holy Scripture, that whoſoever 
« does not keep this Faith whole and undefiled, 
e ſhall, without doubt, pe everlaſtingly. b 

My Faith is, that there is but one Godhead 
Supreme, viz. the Godhead of the Father; and 
that the Godhead of the Son is not the ſame 
« Godhead, but inferior, and the Godhead of the 
« Holy-Ghoſt ſtill more inferior : Yet I willingly 
« allow, with Article the 8*", that it may be pro- 
ved by moſt certain Warrants, &c. that The Gods _ 
hend of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy 
« Ghoſt is all one, the Divinity of the Two latter 
*+Being-aerived from the former... - I > 

« My Faith is, that There are not Three eternal 
* Perſons, and that particularly as to the Eternity of 
the Son, there is no mention at all of it in Scrip- _ 
© ture: Let it may be proved by moſt certain War- 
4 rants of Holy Scripture, that The whole Three Per- 
&« ſont are cb eternal together; that is, ſo far as an 
“ Exiſtence before Times, or Ages, neceſſarily im- 
WD TT 5 

I do by no means allow that the Three Per- 
« ſons are, or can be, one eternal: Yet I readily . 

© profeſs it may be proved, &c. that They are nut 
. Ther Eternals, but one Eternal, becauſe I can put 
« There for They, tacitely ſuppoſing one, when I 
CRE. 8 3 

« My Faith is that God the Son is precarious in 

te his Exiſtence, that He has no Foundation of his 
_ « perſonal Godhead, but his Exaltation, that He 

“ig no more than an Angel of God, that an Angel 
might ſtrengthen Him, that He was once 1g10- 


—__— 
ww 


—— — 
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* See my Caſe of Arian Subſcription, p. 53, Cc. 


— 


rant 


Ts 4s, upplement to the 


* rant in his higheſt Nature, and was properly exal- 
« ted (all which it would be Blaſphemy to aſcribe 
&© to the very God, or toanyThing but a Creature, ac- 
6 cording to the common Acceptation of Crea- 
6 ture) Yet I * not to aſſert that He is very 
4 God of very God, and that He is The very and 
« eternal God, neither made, nor created; that is 
te to ſay, neither made nor created by Himſelf *, 
« but by the Father only. | 

« My Belief is, that to ſay, Three Perſons are 
© one Cod, is contrary to Scripture : Yet I ſcruple 
c not to declare that the Book of Common- Prayer, 
* whichfrequently aſſerts and inculcates That very 
« Thing, contains nothing contrary to the Word of God. 

« ] do not believe that the Father, Son, and 
“ Holy-Ghoſt are one God; it is contradiftory to 
« St. Paul: Yet J am content to ſay, O holy, bleſ- 
„ ſed, and glorious Trinity, Three Perſous and one 
„ God, &c. And frequently, in my yearly Courſe 

* of Prayers, I call upon all the Three, under the 

ce Stile and Title of One God: For, tho' it be de- 
e livering a formal Lie, before God and Man, 
e and in a Point of the higheſt Conſequence ; yet 
© T make no Scruple of it, becauſe 7 muſt freely 
* own, that I ſee no Contradiction, no neceſſary Ab- 
ce fardity in the Uſe of what a Man may wiſh to have 
« in fome things corrected. | ppg 

4 To conclude, I do not believe that the Glory 
c of the Son, or of the Holy Ghiſt, is any way 
t comparable to the Glory of the Father; yet I 
te ſcruple not to be the Mouth of the Congrega- 


« tion, in ſaying, * That which we believe of the Glory 


c of the Father, the ſame we believe of the Son, and 
&* of the Holy-Ghoſt, without any Difference or inequa- 
s See Collection of Queries, p. 00. | 77 
* Sed Caſe of Subſcription to the XXXIX Articles, p. 5 
755 8 « ity, 
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« lity, This ſolemn Mockery, in the Face of God 
ce and Man, may /awfully be uſed; becauſe, again, 
&« I ſee no Abſurdity in the Uſe of what a Man 
« may wiſh to have in ſome things corrected. 

This Repreſentation of the Import of Arian Sub- 

ſcription, I take to be fully ſupported by what hath 

been above cited; tho? I have not every where uſed 
their very Words; thinking it ſufficient to give 
their certain Senſe. I might eaſily have drawn it 
out into a much greater Length, but that I am un- 
willing to be tedious, and incline to think that the 
very meaneſt Readers may now fully apprehend 
what a Grimace and Banter our Arian Reconcilers 
make of their ſolemn Sbſcription. Yet They ſtand 
up for it, even in printed Books; as if the firſt 
Elements of Sincerity were almoſt loſt ; or common 
Senſe were extinct among us. This it is that has 
oblig'd me to be ſo particular, and to lay theſe 
things plain and open before the Eyes of the Rea- 
ders, that They may even ſee how The Caſe ſtands, 
almoſt without the Pain of any Thought, or Re- 
flexion. og 

I might here take leave of This Writer, having 
abundantly confuted his confident A ſſertion about 
the generality, or latitude of Expreſſion, ſuppoſed 
in our Church's Doctrine of the Trinity. It is, now 
at leaſt, clear and manifeſt, that the Expreſſions 
of our publick Forms, (ſo far as concerns the Points 
in Diſpute) are fix d, ſpecial, and determinate as 
poſſible : Nor could the Wit of Man invent any 
more particular, or ſtronger Expreſſions againſt the 
new Scheme, than are already in our Creeds, Litur- 
gy, and Articles, „ 

This Writer's main Pretence 2 thus taken 
off, other occaſional, or incidental Paſſages may 
deſerve the leſs Notice. But ſince I have begun, 

1 „„ os I ſhall 
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1 ſhall now go through with him, and anſwer e- 
very little Cavil, which may either ſeem to require 
it, or may give me an opportunity of farther illu- 
ſtrating any Part of our preſent Argument. 
Object. If the Meaning of the Articles be in ſucha 
Senſe one Meaning, that Thy can be ſubſcribed honeſt- 
ly ouly by ſuch as agree in That one Meaning; all, or 
all but one of Thoſe great Men, Biſhop Bull, Dr. Wal- 
lis, South, Sherlock, Bennet, Oc. muſt have been 
guilty, &c. p. x. | | 
. 40 ima If This Writer can ſhow that any of 
Thoſe great Men contradicted any Point of Do- 
 Grine plainly determir'd by our Church, as I have 
ſhown of Him and His Party; then I condemn 
Thoſe Men, be They ever ſo conſiderable, as well 
as the Arian Subſcribers; But if They differed in 
ever ſo many Queſtions relating to the Trinity (as 
there may be a great many) and none of thoſe 
„ decided either Way by our Church; 
Their differing in ſuch, undetermined Points, does 
not affect the r Subſcription, any more than their dit- 
fering about the Inhabitants of the Moon. Let This 
Gentleman ſhow what Poſitions of thoſe great 
Men plainly confront the Poſitions of our Church; 
that ſo They may be condemn'd, as they ought to 
be, and their Subſcription with them. Or it This 
cannot be ſhown, how impertinent is the Obje&ion ? 
Object. When any Church requires Subſcription 
10 its own Senſe of particular Paſſages of ' Scripture, 
which do not contain the Terms of Salvation, and re- 
= fuſes Communion with Thoſe w0ho cannot conform to That, 
it is confeſs'd that ſuch a Church does That which. it 
ri, 2-5 3 
Anſwer. This is intirely foreign. Subſcription is 
not a Term of Lay-Communion, but of miniſterial 
Conformity, or Acceptance of Truſts and Finer: 


N 
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So that This Gentleman here ſeems to have forgot 


what He was upon. Befides that, had the Diſ- 
pute really been about the Terms of Communion, 


his Pretence is not pertinent; becauſe the Doctrine 
of a co-eternal Trinity is really a Fundamental Arti- 
cle, and ſuch as our Church declares to be neceſſary 


to Salvation. 


Object. The Articles are ſo compoſed, that ſome 
of them are on all Hands allowed to be left at large, 
the Compoſers intending a Latitude, &c. p. 8. 

Anſwer. 1 admitted This, in my Papers before, 
and ſufficiently ſhowed how impertinent The Plea 
is to the Point in hand. Undoubtedly, it never 
was the Intent of our Church to determine all 
Queſtions relating to every Subject whereof it treats. 


Let ſhe intended to determine, and hasdetermin'd 


many Queſtions ; particularly the main Queſtions 
between Proteſtants and Papiſts, between Catholicks 
and Arians. When Franciſcus a Sancta Clara: took 
upon Him to reconcile our Articles to Popery; what 
did He elſe but play the Jeſuit, and render: Him- 
ſelf ridiculous? The like has been ſince done by 
our Arian Reconcilers, with as much wreſting and 
ſtraining, and with as little Succeſs. It might be 
diverting enough, (were not the Thing tooſcrious, 
and full of ſad Reflexions) to compare the Papiſt 
and the Arian together, and to obſerve which of 
Them has been the greater Maſter in This exerciſe 
of Wit, and has found out the moſt ingenious and 
ſurprizing Comment upon an Article. Our Arti- 


cles however will ſtand, in their own native Light, 
in defiance to Both; ſo long as Gravity, Sobriety, 


and manly Thought ſhall be eſteem'd and valued. 


. r The Title i; Expoſitio paraphraſtica Articulorum Con- 
feſſionis Anglicæ. Publiſied A. P. 1634. 


upon 
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4 


above the little Arts of equivocating, and playing 


upon Words. The Articles are not general, ſo far 


as concerns our preſent Debate; and we need not 
inquire farther. There is a Medium, I ſuppoſe, be- 
tween determining All Queſtions, and determining 
None : One might juſtly Wonder how This Writer 
could be inſenſible of it, and fall into ſo unaccoun- 
table a Way of reaſoning, | 

Object. We muſt have ſome Criteria by which we 
may judge which theſe particular Articles are, &c. 

Anſwer. The Criteria, in the preſent Caſe, are 
plain Words, not capable of an Arian Meaning. 
In other Caſes, any certain Indication of the Impo- 
ſers Meaning is a Criterion to fix the Senſe of a 
Propoſition. When there are neither plain Words, 


nor any other certain Indication of the Impoſer's 


Meaning; The Article, ſo far, is left at large, 
and the Point left undetermin'd. . 
Object. One Man ſubſcribes to the Truth of This 


general Propoſition, in the Unity of This Godhead 
there be Three Perſons: Meaning by this, that 


each divine Perſon is an individual intelligent Agent, 
but as ſubſiſting in one undivided Subſtance, They are 


all together, in That reſpe&, but one undivided in- 


telligent Agent. Another Man, who does not un- 
derſtand This Notion, nay that ſees a Contradiction in 


it, is convinced that each of the Three Perſons is an in- 


telligent Agent, whereof the Son and Holy Ghoſt is ſub- 
ordinate to the Father : What hinders that He cannot 
Subſcribe honeſtly and fairly to the general Propofi- 
tion? p. 12. 
Anſwer. Here are ſeveral of Miſtakes. In the 
firſt Place, That Propoſition of the firſt Article is 
not general, but ſpecial, in reſpe& of the Arian 
Controverſy. This Godhead plainly denotes The 


one divine Nature, The one living and true God, 


before 
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before deſcribed in That Article. In the Unity of 
this Godhead there be Three Perſons; therefore the 
Three Perſons are the one living and true God; di- 
rectly contrary to the Arian Doctrine, and to the 
New Scheme; which is nothing elſe but old Arianiſm 
revived. As to the Explication which this Gentle- 
man carps at, it is not properly an Explication of 
the Article, (which meddles not at all with the 
Quan of Intelligent Agents) but it is determinin 

aà Point relating to the Subject, more Nate 
than the Article hath done; and This in anſwer to 
an Objefion raiſed out of Men's over Curiofty in 
Thoſe Matters. I know no reaſon This Writer 
has to find fault with That Solution, more than 
This, that it fully anſwers an Objection which the 
Party are apt moſt to triumph in. Intelligent Agent 
is underſtood either of Perſon, or Being. Unns in- 
telligens Agens, or unum intelligens Agens, may be 
equally render'd one intelligent Agent : The former 
ſignifying intelligent Perſon, the latter intelligent Be- 
ing. In the former Senſe, every Perſon is an imel- 
ligent Agent; in the latter, all the Three are one in- 
telligent Agent Therefore intelligent Agent, and 

Perſon, are not reciprocal. He that teaches This 
Doctrine Subſcribes honeſtly, becauſe He believes 
all that the Article teaches; and beſides, guards it 
from Objections. But He that interprets the Arti- 
cle to mean no more than that there are three Per- 
ſons, two of which are ſubordinate to one, is, wor- 
thy of Cenſure: firſt, for giving us, at leaſt, a lame 
Interpretation, ſhort of the true and full Meaning 
of the Article: Or, ſecondly, for doubling upon the 
Word Subordinate, underſtanding by it inferior; 
excluding the Two Perſons from the one ſupreme 
Godhead, and thereby running directly counter 


to the true Senſe of the Article, which ſuppoſes — 


— 
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the Three to be the one living and true God, and 
expreſly aſſerts that They are one Subſtance, 
Power, and Eternity. This Writer may now be 
able to diſtinguiſh between an honeſt,” and a frau- 
dulent Subſcriber ; if He does but know the dif- 
ference between one who fully belieyes the whole 
of what He profeſſes, and one who either be- 
lieves it but in part, or really disbelieves the great- 
eſt part of it. | = Fey at l 

Ob jection. Should any one ariſe, and declare thoſe 
men to be Prevaricators—— who differ from the Do- 


- trine He lays down as the Meaning of the Article; 1 


ask, whether This be not to put his own Senſe or 
Comment to be the Meaning of the Article? 
The Fault which is condemned l y the King's Declara- 
tion, and which K. Charles threaten'd with diſplea- 
ſure, was, the drawing the Article afide any way or 
either way, P. 13, I4. NS SD 7. 44 111 (47) * 
Anſwer. 1 perceive, This Author knows little 
either of the Hiſtory, Deſign; or Meaning of 


+ 


K. Charles's Declaration. The Deſign was to 


put a ſtop to the Quinquarticular Controverſy, 


then warmly agitated. The King to prevent, or 
quiet thoſe Diſputes, thought it the moſt prudent 
way to forbid either Party's being more particular 

than the Articles Themſelves had been. And we 
find that, in Fact, both Sides were cenſured when 
They launched out beyond the general Meaning 
of the Articles, in That Controverſy; The King 
looking upon any Meaning beyond the general 


one, to be a Man's own Meaning or Senſe, not 
the Meaning or Senſe of the Atticle. What is 


This to the Point we are upon, where the Mean- 


ing was never thought to be general only, either 
by That King, or any Other, ot by any conſidering 


Nan elſe? He that declares and demonſtrates the 


Senſe 


8 
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Senſe to be ſpecial, and determinate, againſt anci- 
ent or modern Arians, does not put his own Senſe 
upon the Articles, neither does He draw the Ar- 
ticles afide any way ; but He ſecures to the Arti- 
cles their own true and certain Meaning, and re-. 
cues Them from the fraudulent Comments of 
Thoſe who really draw them aſide, and moſt no- 
toriouſly pervert them. The Royal Declaration 
orders every Man to ſubmit to the Article in the 
plain and full Meaning thereof, which if it be uns 
derſtood to reach to our preſent Caſe, (tho* the 
King ſeems to have had an eye chiefly, or ſolely, to 
quite another Thing) is a clear Condemnation of 
This Gentleman, and of every Arran Subſcriber: 
Object. When Mr. Rogers publiſl/d his Comment 
upon the Articles, his Book, ſays Dr. Fuller, gave 
very great Offence, becauſe He confined the Articles to 
too narrow a Meaning, p. 17. 
Anſwer. Very right ; and I take Mr. Rogers to 
have been blameable in ſo doing. But it is not 
faid that Mr. Rogers confined all the Articles, or 
the Articles concerning the Trinity, to too narrow 
a Meaning: Nor can This Writer ſhow that we 
do it, in condemning the Arians as fraudulent 
Subſcribers. Pu 5 1 
Object. Such a Latitude of Subſcription was al- 
lou d by the Council of Nice, p. 16. | 
Anſuer. The Fact cannot be prov'd; but the 
contrary may, if there be a proper occaſion. Ho- 
ever, I have no need to inſiſt upon it, at preſent, 
becauſe our Liturgy, Articles, and Athanſian Creed 
are more particular and determinate than the 
Council of Nice : So that, now at leaſt, the Senſe 
of the dH is fix d and determin'd, to every 
Subſcriber, beyond all cavil, or exception. 


* Object. 


— 
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- Obje&. Had the Compilers, or Impoſers intended to 
have been more determinate upon any Point, They 
ought to have been more explicit and particular, 


p- 17, 18. 


Anſw. I defy the Wit of Man to invent any ex- 
preſſions more particular, and explicit, than many 


of Thoſe are, which appear in our publick Forms ; 


ſo far as concerns the true Faith in the Trinity 
in oppoſition to the Arian Doctrines. They 
have guarded againſt every Thing but Equi voca- 
tion, mental Reſervation, and a violent perverting 
of their certain Meaning. This is enough a- 
mong Men of Senſe and Probity, which is always 


ſuppoſed. No Laws, Oaths, Covenants, or 


Contracts can ever ſtand upon any other Foot 
than This, that when They are plainly enough 


worded for every Man to underſtand that will be 


Honest, it is ſufficient; tho' it were ſtill poſſible 


for Men of Guile to invent ſome ſiniſter Mean- 


ing. I deſire no other Favour than to have our 
2 Forms, in this Caſe, tried by the ſame 

„ | | 

1 may obſerve, by the way, how unwarily 
This Writer has furniſh'd us with an Argument 
(which his Party perhaps may give Him no 
Thanks for) in behalf of our Forefathers, for their 
enlarging of Creeds. He would have told them, 
even after the compiling of the Athanafian Creed, 
that They ought ſtill to have been more explicit, and 
particular, if They would ſecure the Point 
They aim'd at. I do not altogether differ 
from Him, provided the Thing could be done; 


and upon the Suppoſition that we have been 


adually departing, farther and farther, from 


the primitive plainneſs, and Sincerity. Neverthe- 
leſs, I can hardly think of any additional Se- 


curity 
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curity to what is already, except it were ſuch as 
wie have ſeen added to the Abjuration Oath; a 
Caveat againſt any Equivocation, Evaſion, or men- 
tal Reſervation whatſoever: Which yet would not 
bind up Thoſe that can leap. over any Thing; 
(And honef? Men are the ſame, without it, or with 
it) only it might make Them aſham'd of ever 
appearing after, in defence of any equivocating 
Practices. ö 5 
Object. Where a Man does all that He is com- 
manded to do, and does it openly, and with all the 
circumſtances enjoin'd, He cannot be taxed with any 
defect in, or breach of, Regard to his Superiors, p. 18. 
Anſu. For the purpoſe; If a Man takes the 
Abjuration Oath, openly, with all the Circum- 
ſtances enjoin'd, only not believing a Syllable of 
it; He is, no doubt, very Faithful to, very ob- 
ſervant of, his Superiors, There is only This 
| Circumſtance wanting (Which if it be not en- 
Join'd, is always ſuppoſed neceſſary, and to need 
no enjoining) that the Man be Sincere :| And This 
one defect turns all his pretended Regard: to his 
5 Superiors into a direct Affront, Rudeneſs, and Ini- 
6 quity towards Them. | 


| Obje&. He that thinks the general words, Swear 
not at all, to be excluſive of all Oaths, and He that 
thinks it lawful to ſwear in ſome Caſes, can ſub- 
ſcribe to, or give an unfeigned Aſſent to St. Mat- 
b thew's Goſpel, p. 1. 


Anſw. But if Either of Them as certainly kzows 

that his pretended Senſe of Swear not at all, is 

5 not the True Senſe of Chriſt, as our Arian Sub- 
ſcribers know that their Senſe of the Articles is 
not the true Senſe of our Church ; ſuch a Perſon 
in profeſſing an unfeigned aſſent to St. Matthew's 
Goſpel, would give — the Lie, and be guil- 
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ik ty of a vile Hypocriſy, and Prevarication. This 
Author is forc'd to allow, in the next page (p. | 
70 that He and his Party, tale the propofitions 
(of our Church) in a Senſe which They know wass 
not the Senſe of the Compilers, and Impoſers, p. 22. 
Object. If They (the Compilers and Impoſers) 
happen ſo to have expreſs d Themſelves that their 
words are confiſtent with Scripture, their Propoſitions = 
may be aſſented to, tho in a Senſe different from what 
They were originally intended by the Compilers. 
Anſwer. They have not happen d ſo to expreſs 
Themſelves as that their Words may be conſiſtent 
with what This Mriter calls Scripture ; any other- 
wiſe than as a Man may happen, after uſing the 
plaineſt and ſtrongeſt Words that can be thought 
on to expreſs his Senſe, to fall into ill Hands 
that will induſtriouſly pervert it. This indeed 
may happen, in any Laws, Oaths, Contratts, or En- 
gagements whatever, however cautiouſly worded : 
Nor is there any Security againſt it (as before 
ſaid) but the common Senſe and Probity of Man- 
kind; nor any Rule to go by in ſuch Caſes, if a 
Liberty be once taken of running againſt the 
known, certain meaning of the Impoſers. Get looſe 
from This, and the reſt is wild Confuſion, end- 
leſs playing upon Words, and making a Jeſt and 
Banter of all Spcech and Language. 
Object. If their Mords are fairly capable of a 
| Scripture Meaning, then a Man may ſubſcribe to 
Thoſe Words : If They are not, tit not lawful to 
ſubſcribe, p. 23. TT 
- Anſwer. By Scripture Meaning, This Writer un- 
derſtands his own Arian Meaning. I readily reſt 
the Iſſue of the whole Cauſe upon this very Point. 
If the Words of our Church's Forms be fairly capa- 
WW 
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But it is evident as the Light, that They are many 
of them neither fairly, nor at all capable of ſuch 
a Meaning as the New Scheme requires; and there- 
fore, by This Gentleman's own Confeſſion, it is 
not lawful tor Him or his Party to Subſcribe, In- 
deed, Words are not fairly capable of a falſe Senſe, 
if we are any way certain of the true one; that is, 
of the Senſe intended by the Speaker, or Writer, 
We cannot fairly miſconſtrue any Words, if we are 
fully conſcious of the true Conſtruction; tho? the 
Words themſelves might otherwiſe bear it. This 
I lay down as a Rule of Truth, which I think will 
hold in moſt, perhaps in all Caſes. But I have no 
occaſion for it in the preſent Diſpute, becauſe the 
Words themſelves are by no means capable of an 
Arian Conſtruction, conſiſtent with Grammar, or 
Cuſtom of Speech. This I have abundantly proved 
in my former Papers (Chap. the 5**) and now again 
in Theſe: And This Writer Himſclt appears to be 
ſenſible of it, with reſpect to the Liturgy, and Atha- 
naſian Creed, at leaſt, by his profound Silence on 
That Head ; never attempting to confute That 
Part, tho the moſt Material in our preſent Contro- 
verly, When therefore This Gentleman ſays, that 
He pleads not for Subſcription with ſuch reſerves as, 
ſo far as is agreeable to Scripture, He only betrays his 
want of Reach. Dr. Clarke never yet diſcarded 
that Principle, ſo far as I know, tho his Diſciples 
have; and perhaps He is the Wiſer in not doing it. 
However, I never directly charged the Doctor with 
holding that Principle, as this Writer falſly pretends, 
Page 24*"; but I ſhow'd that the Doctor muſt have 
That, or nothing, to retreat to at length; and that 
He had-expreſs'd Himſelf in ſuch a Manner as to 
create juſt Suſpicion that He really gave into it; 
having never expreſsly condemn'd it, and _—__ g 
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uſed ſuch Arguments for Subſcribing, as will either 
juſtify Both kinds of Reſervation, or Neither. 
Object. *Tis a ſhallow Artifice indeed, in contro- 
werted Points, to aſſume that a Man's Interpretations of 
Scripture are Scripture, and that his Adverſary's are 
not ſo: But "tis the Artifice, ſhallow as it is, that 
runs thro the Dottor's Book, and makes Him treat his 
Adverſaries with ſa much Inſolence, p. 25. 1 165 
Anſwer. This Writer appears here to have been 
much out of Humour: The reaſon is, I had unra- 
velled a Piece of Sophiſtry whereon a mighty 
Streſs was laid; which is very provoking. The So- 
phiſtry was This: 4 45 LOOT 1 l. 
„The Church of England permits the Subſcri- 
bet to reccive and believe whatever is agreeable 
to Scripture. 269. Nc 
We of the New Scheme are ready to receive 
4 whatever is agreeable to Scripture, as by us in- 
e terpreted. 5 i 
Therefore the Church of England permits us 
* to Subſcribe in our own Senſe of Scripture. 
The Fallacy, I obſerved, lay here, that the 
Church of England, by Scripture, muſt mean her 
on Senle of Scripture, as to Points by Her deter- 
min'd: And therefore the Argument really con- 
cluded for the Chyrch's Senſe, which they made to 
conclude for the Arian Senſe, tho? not the Church's. 
* The Church ſurely, ſaid I, has as good a Right 
“ to call Her Interpretations by the Name of 
« Scripture, as the Arians have to call theirs ſo; 


and then her requiring Subſcription to That only 
cc 


which is agreeable to ale is requiring Sub- 
* ſcription in her un Senſe of Scripture, and none 
« elſe. Let the Arian Senſe of Scripture be Scrip- 
<< Pure to Arians ; but then let Them Subſcribe yo 
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&« ly to Arian Expoſitions ; which are nothing a- kin 
«© to Thoſe of our Church u. „ 
Now, This angry Gentleman, either not under- 
ſanding (for what is ſo blind as Paſſſon ?) what 1 
was talking about, or induſtriouſly diſſembling it, 
repreſents Me as not allowing the Arians to call 
their own Senſe of Scripture Scripture: Notwith- 
ſtanding that I had allowed it, in full and expreſs 
Words. But I ſuffer Them not to think that They 
Subſcribe according to the true intent and meaning 
of our Church, by Subſcribing to their un Senſe of 
Scripture, which is not the Church's, but repugnant 
to it. Iſuppoſe only that the Compilers of our Forms, 
and Impoſers, were not bereft of Common Senſe, were 
not downright Ideots ; intending a Subſcription to 
bind Men up, and at the ſame Time leavingevery 
Man as much at Liberty as if there were zo Sub- 
ſcription. They that can ſuppoſe the Governors of 
Church and State ſo weak and /i/ly as This comes 
to, mult not take it amiſs, if we remove the un- 
deſerved Reproach from wiſe, great, and good 
Men, and return it to the proper Owners. 
Object. It is an unaccountable Method of arguing, 
in Dr. Waterland, that becauſe State Oaths, which 
are contrived and penn d without ambiguity, and on 
purpoſe to guard againſt ſome particular Things or Per- 
ſons, ought not to be taken in any Senſe but That of the 
Impoſers —— that therefore Subſcriptions in Caſes 
which are not parallel, are traudulent. Such Argu- 
ments are only Arguments of Calumny and Slander ; 
and only prove that He that urges ſuch, wants nothing 
but Power to perſecute, p. 19. 
Anſu. This Gentleman is again preſs'd ſome- 
where very hard, to make Him forget his Temper. 
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I have told the World nothing but the plain Truth, 
that the Caſe of Oaths, and Subſcriptions is parallel. 
I now appeal to the Paſſages above cited: And, 
let every Reader judge whether They be not as 
dire&ly oppoſite to the New Scheme, as the Abjura- 
tion Oath it ſelf is. againſt a Popiſb Succeſior ; Sa- 
ving only the Caveat in the Cloſe, againſt Eguivo- 
cations. Which Proviſo, however, is always to be 
underſtood, (tho' not particularly expreſſed) in all 
Subſcriptions, Contracts, Covenants, Oaths, &c. Our 

Courts of Juſtice have not judged it neceſſary to add 


the like Caveat upon the taking of every Oath, 
becauſe the Age is not, at preſent, thought wick- 
ed enough to want it: What it may be in a 
while, it ſuch looſe Principles as I am here con- 


futing, prevail, I do not ſay. But to proceed: It 
will not be a harder matter to elude and 

any Oath whatever, than it is to evade the many 
ſtrong Expreſſions of our Church, in favour of a co- 


entle man is ſo angry at, that He has no way to a- 
void the Force of the Argument but by a confident 
avowal of a falſe Fact; as if our publick Forms, as 


well as State-Oaths, were not penn'd, in This Caſe, 


*without ambiguity, and on purpoſe to guard againſt 
ſome particular Things, or Perſons. He that calls 


this plain Argument Calumny and Slander, com- 


mits the very Fault which He condemns, in calling 


Good, Evil: And as to the mean Infinuation about ” 


perſecuting, I ſuppoſe it needs no Anſwer. 
Object. If the Arch-Biſhops and Biſhops, or 

the Legiſlature itſelf cannot determine what ſball be 
Judged agreeable, or diſagreeable to the Articles, The 
Inſolence of a private Man muſt be intolerable, who 
ſhall preſume to difiate to others, and to charge Men 
with Prevarication and fraudulent Subſcription, &c. 
+ 2 Anfo. 


„ ate av att as wh et th an 


wal and co-eternal Trinity. This is what the 
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Anſwer. Softer Words might have ſetved as well, 
and have never hurt the Argument, if it be any: 
The World will cafily ſee the difference between 
Reaſoning, and Railing. I take not upon me to deter- 
mine what the Biſhops or Legiſlature may do: Nor is 
it my Province to make Authentick 1 
valid in the Courts of Law. But, 1 
ceive, it lies within my C (s, to Sexe a plain 
Caſe of Conſcience, to detect looſe Caſuiſtry, and to 
remonſtrate againſt it. I know of no helene there 
is in determining, that co-equal ſignifies co- equal, 
or co- eternal co- eternal; that one Ga does not fig- 
hify Three Gods, nor one Subſtance Three Subſtans 
ces; or thar the Word They is ſomething moto that 
a different Spelling for There. Theſe and the like 
plain Things, Common Senfe had deter mind long 
ago; I only repeat: deciding for the Court of 
Conſcience, not the Courts of Juſtice, as This Gen- 
tleman, by Miftake, ſeems to apprehend, + 
Object. Dr. W. indeed refers ws to the — 
the Time when the Articles uure compiled To fed 
4 Man to the Writers of That Tims to knowthe Meas 

ing of the Articles, when no Man wrote by Authority, 
15 to male Thoſe Writers the Standard of the Churchof 
1 5 and nor its Own Words or Declarations, 


for, "Tis pleaſant to obſerve how This 4u- 
tor ſtrains, to make me fay ſomething which He 
thinks He may tolerably anſwer, diverting the 
| Reader from the main wy Soo 1 referr's to the 
Scope and Hitention of the Writers , in order to 
know the Meaning of their Yrirings; which Thope 
is no unreaſonabie Method: And 1 was there fpeak- 
ing of Writings in general. But as to the particu- 
— — — 


* See my Caſe of © of Subſcription, p. 12, = | 
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lar Caſe, now in hand, I no where ſend a Man to 
the Writers of That Time; nor does ſo plain a 
Matter require it. The Words Themſelves are 
ſufficient, and carry their own Interpretation with 
Tbem. I deſire no farther poſtulatum than This, 
that our Language has not been quite xeverſed; that 
Light does not now ſignify Darkneſs, or a Triangle 
a Snare. I can wave abundance of Niceties whic 
might; occur on the Subject of Sulſeription, ane 
might be properly brought in, upon more doubt- 
ful Caſes. In the mean while, I may obſerve, that 
This Author's Argument is ridiculous enough, that 
the W//titers of The Time may not be.uſcful to diſ- 
cover the Scope and Intention, (ſuppoſe of a Law, or 
an Article) becayſe Thoſe Writers were not Lau- 
makers, or Men in Authority. Tis well for the 
Hiftoriaus, that They do not often meet with ſuch 
hard Meaſure... ge OTIS”. "EF 88 . 5 
Object. Let Dr. Waterland vindic ate the Armini- 
ans, from the Charge of Unrighteouſneſs and Deceit, 
and 4 venture then to acquit even his Adverſaries 
From the ſame Charge, by the ſame Arguments. 
All the World muſt own (our Articles) to be formed 
upon Calviniſtical Principles; and to have been deem d 
Calviniſtical Articles h our own, Arch- Biſhops, and 
by whole Convocations in England, and Ireland. —— 
Has That learned, Biſhop (Bull) proved;unanſwerably, 
that the Senſe of the Compiler, ” Articles was not 
Calviniſtical ? *7:s,one Thing to ſay,. that the Articles 
are ire ed, as not. neceſſarily to oblige Men to profeſs 
Calviniſm : But tis another to ſay, that the Senſe of 
the Compilers was. not Calviniſtical. Did Archbiſhop 
Whitgift know the Senſe of the Compilers of our 
Articles? Did Archbiſhop Uſher? Did our Univerſi- 
ties in Whitgitt's Times? Did the Iriſh Convccation, 
| ” e which 
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which ſettled their Articles? Did our Divinity Profeſs | 
fors in Q: Elizabeth's D??? oo 
' Anſwer. Before I come directly to the Matter, I 


muſt obſerve that This eiter here ſerioullydelivers 


his Perſuaſion, that our Articles are Calviniſtical, 


and formed upon Calviniſtical Principles; ar the 


ſame Time, as I conceive, acknowledging Himſelf 


an Arminian; which I ſuppoſe may be true: of the 
reſt of the Party. If This be really the Caſe, I muſt 


come upon Them with a donble Charge of prevari- 
cating in their Subſcription. The Calviniſts, agreea- 
bly ro their Principles, have indeed often pretended 


that the Articles are Calviniſtical: The Ami- Calui- 


niſts, on the other hand, have as conſtantly pleaded 
that the Articles are not Calviniſtical, but rather'\Antis 
Calviniſtical; that They are not againſt Them, but 
rather on their Side. And Thus the contending 
Parties have gone on, endeavouring to juſtify 
their Subſcriptions, reſpectively, by their differing 
Perſwaſions. But here, it ſeems, is a new Sat / 
Men, believing the Articles to be Calviniſtical, and 
ſubſcribing in Armininniſm: And They are the 
firſt that ever boaſted of ſo unaccountable a Con- 
duct. To excuſe one Fault, They commit another, 
heaping Sin upon Sin, and proclaiming their own 
Condemnation. Let Them get off from the Charge 
as T hey can: As to others, who underſtand the Na- 
ture of our Articles too well to think them Calvini- 


ſtical, They are very excuſable in their avowal of 


Arminianiſm; ſo far as our Divines do really /avow 


it: For, I know not that They have ever adopted 


the whole Arminian Syſtem. The Hiſtorical Hints, | 
given by This Mriter, carry ſo little of Argument 
in Them, that if He has not a great deal more to 


urge, He will never be able to prove that our Artis 


cles are Calvimſtical. When He ſpeaks of all the 
N 7 Worlds 


their Profeſſors, They all 
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Warlt's it, He þetrays nothing but his un- 
— s with Books, and * Eo He 
_ ſeen Dr. Bennet's 5 5 25 3 
Apologia, or Heylir's Duimquarticola 2 — 
Pier 's Appello Evangelium, or 's Fo 
pello Caſarem, to name no more? Dor l all be World 
own that Theſe great Mea were miſtaken; or that 
They have not ſuſſiciently ſhown that the pretence 
of the Calviniſts is entirely groundleſs? 

For my own part, I think it has been abundant- 


ly proyed, that our Articles, Liturgy, &c. are not | 


Caluiniſtical; but I have no need to inſilt upon the 
Negative : Let this Hriter, or any Man elſe, proye 
— Afprmative, that They are Calviniſtical, as ig 
etended. * He means by whole Convocati- 
— in England, determining the Articles to be Cal- 
viniſtical, I do not at all underſtand. When He 
tells me what Conuocatians, and when, the Thing 
may be conlidered ; In the mean while, let it paſs 

for a Slip of his Pen. His other hiſtorical Hints 
may he thrown into order of Time, and in ſuch 
Order I ſhall here briefly conſider Them. Hig 
Vourhers are 
1. Archbiſhop Whitgift. 
a. Our Du Fug Hort in Elaababs Days 
3. Our Univerfaties in Whitgift's Time. 

4. The Hi Convocations.. 

. Arg Mer. 

Theſe are the Particulars of the Kvidenge, hin- 
ted rather than produced, to prove that our Arti- 
cles are Calvin: or form d upon Calvins Prin- 


rs to won Whit ift, the Univerſities, and 
4 within the ſame Com- 
Paſs of Time; and theis eke fes in this Mat- 


der was ite chiefly in the Year 1595; in 2 


> 
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Two famous Caſes of Mr. Barret, and Dr. Baro. 
At That Time Calviniſm appears to have prevail'd 
at Cambridge, beyond what it had formerly done 7, 
The Seeds had been ſown by Carnuright, ſome 
Time before, while He was Margaret Profeſſor 
there; and the learned Whitaker, who was made 
Regius Profeſſor in 1580, very much promoted and 


furthered their Growth. Let Dr. Baro, of Anti- 
calviniſtical Principles, was Profeſſor (A longer Pro- 


feſſor) before Whitaker, about 1571. and had for 
many Years gone on in his Lectures, without any 


Cenſure or Diſturbance. Calviviſm however by 
Degrees prevailing, and eſpecially under the In- 


| fluence and Authority of Whitaker, The oppoſite 


Opinion, of courſe, loſt ground. But there were 
ſeveral conſiderable Men, notwithſtanding, who 
approved not the Calvinian Tenets ; and among 
the reſt, Mr. Barret, then Fellow of Caius College. 


In the Year 1595, he took the Freedom, in a Ser- 
mon ad Clerum, to cenſure the Catvinian Tenets, 


and even Calvin Himſelf, very ſmartly. This gave 


offence to the Vice-Chancellor (or Deputy Vice- 


Chancellor) and Heads, who proceeded againſt 
Him, and forced Him at length to ſign a feign'd 
Retraftation, which Au had drawn up for 
Him. It appears from the Form of Retraftati- 
on, that the Heads who drew it up, or injoyned it, 


thought our 17 Article to favour Them. With- 


in a while, This Matter was laid before Arch- 


biſhop 7 who, in a Letter to the Lord Burgh 
ley, expreſſes hi 


eads had cauſed Him to recant, were ſuch as 


the beſt learned Proteſtants, then living, varied in 


s great Diſlike of the Proceedings a- 
32 Barret, for that ſame of the Points which the 


„ See Mr. Stry pes Life of Whirgift, p. 435. | a 
* „/)j2j5„ 


46 MA Supplement the 


Judgmen upon; and that the moſt. ancient and be#? 
vines in the Land were in the chiefeſt Points in 
Opinion, againſt their Reſolutions, * the Reſoluti- 
ons of the Heads, in Barret's Caſe. Hitherto then 
we have little reaſon to believe that our Articles 
favour d Calviniſm, if Archbiſhop Whitgift was 
an judge of it. But beſides This, The Arch- 
biſhop ſent a Letter to the Heads, * wherein 
He tells Them that in ſome Points of Barret's Re- 
traftation, they had made Him to affirm That 
which was contrary to the Doctrine holden and ex, 
preſs'd by many ſound and learned Divines in the 
Church of England, and in other Churches likewiſe, 
Men of beft Account; and That which, for his own 
part, He thiught to be falſe, and contrary to the 
Scriptures. For The Scriptures were plain that God 
by his abſolute Will, did not hate and reject any Man. 
There might be impiety in believing the one; there 
could be none in believing the other. Neither was it 
contrary to Any Article of Religion, . eftabliſh'd by 
Authority in this Church of England, but rather a- 

greeable thereto. ; a eee 
He goes on to ask, upon This, and That Point 
maintain d by Barret, againſt what Article of Reli- 
gion eſtabliſy'd in this Church was i: ? And ſome O- 
pinions of Barre: which the Archbiſhop thought 
untrue, yet, he ſaid, had no Article directy agaifift 
them. Thus far the Archbiſhop. Next it is ob- 
ſervable that hitaker, in his Anſwer to the Arch- - 
biſhop, ® ſpecify'd no Article of the Church to 
juſtify the Proceedings againſt Barret. For the 
Points of Doctrine, faith He, we are fully perſuaded 
— — e' r — 

2 See Mr. Strype's Life of Whitgift, p. 450. 

Ses Strype, p. 440. | 
_ b See Stxype's Appendix, p. 199. 
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that My. Barret hath taught untruth, if not againſt 
the Articles, . yet againſt the Religion of our Church, 
publickly receixed; and always held in Her Majeſty's 
Reign, and maintain d in all Sermons, Diſputations, 
and Leftures. This Plea of Whitaker's is falle in 


Fact, tho He mighr not be aware of, it. For, to 


ſay nothing of 17 Sermon at St. Paul's Croſs, 
in 1584, and of Hooker's at the Temple in the 
Year 1585. Both condemning abſolute Reprobation; 
Dr. Baro, at Cambridge, had held Lectures, prea 

ed Sermons, and determined in the Schools againſ 


the Calxinian Tenets, for the ſpace of fourteen, or 


fifteen Years before: As may be inferr'd from a Let- 
ter of the Heads to the Lord Burghley, their Chan- 
cellor, extant in Heylin ©, bearing date March 8. 
1595. But, however This matter be, it is ob- 
ſervable, that tho' the Heads in Barret's Cale, 
had appealed to Article the 17, and the Arch- 
biſhop had particularly demanded of Them 
to make good their Proceedings by any Articles 
of the Church; yet Dr. Mhitaker then thought it 
the wiſeſt, and ſafeſt way to drop farther Ap- 
peals to the Articles, and to reſt his Cauſe rather 
upon. the current Doctrine of Divines. Now 3 


tho” it were ever ſo true that Calviniſm had ob- 
tain'd many Years in the Pulpits, and Profeſſors 


Chairs, it no more follows from thence that Cal- 
_ winiſm was the Doctrine laid down in our Articles, 
than that the Carteſian Philoſophy was there, for 
the Time it prevail'd. All that can be juſtly in- 
ferred. from it, is, that the generality of our Di- 
vines thought the Caluinian Tenets to be con- 
AHſtent with our Articles; and They might mi- 
ake even in That alſo. But to proceed, in the 
Story of Barret. _ 


— 3 
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< Heylin's Quinquarticular Hiſt, p. 624. 
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The Heads of the Univerſity, afterwards, make 


their humble Suit to rhe Archbiſhop, to favonr and 
countenance their Proceedings, againſt Barret. 


4 They alledge that ſeveral Pofirions of Barret 
were contrary to the Articles, Catechiſms, and 


Common Prayer ; but They neither ſpecify Thoſe 


'Pofitions, nor at that Time point to any Article, 
or particular Paffage of the Catechifms, or Com- 
mon Prayer; ſo that This general C e is of little 


or no moment. Some time after, Dr. Whitaker 


charged Barre: upon the Articles 'of the Charch, 


and particularly on the 11, of Juſtification. Bur 


the Archbifhop ſtill declared that He did not 


yet perceive © how ſuch a certain Poſition of Bar- 


ret's, which He had been charged with as im- 


gning the Articles, did really differ from/ any 
2 of our Church. An 


had particularly charged Him 


upon the Article 


of Juſti ficatiun, the Archbiſhop was not ſatisfy'd 
Sib but. defir'd that ctr En 15 


de made of Thoſe Points wherein Th ow 
"He varied from the Book of Articles. f At | 
favourable Rerractation was by the Archbiſhop, 
appointed for Barret; and ſo This Matrer end- 
| ed. From the whole Proceedings porn. cer- 
tain can be gzther'd as to any Calviniſm 
taught by our Articles. The C Ps pr. 
ling to claim them, and made fo erences that 
Ways but, ar length, r rather dropped than pur- 


ſued it; not being able to make That Poim 


good, tho often infiſted on by the Archbiſhop. 


It may be ſaid, that the Archbiſhop however, 


upon This Occaſion, Cen ang. Autho- 
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riz'd the Lambeth Articles, drawn up by Whitaker 
on the Foot of Calviniſm, This gs very true, 
tho” it is not ſo certain that the Archbiſhop un- 
derſtood Them in ſo ſtrict a Senſe as Whitaker 
did: For that They were thought capable of a 
milder and ſofter Conſtruction, appears by Baro's 
Orthodox Explanation 5 of them, which He 
{ent to the Archbiſhop, vindicating his own Sen- 
timents to be Conſonant to the Doctrine of the 
Church of England, in her avowed Articles, and 
urging that the Lambeth Articles were not to be 
underſtood ſo as to thwart the Old Articles of 
the Church b. However, admitting that the Arch- 
biſhop was ſo far a Calviniit, at laſt, as really to 
countenance the Lambeth Articles in their moſt 
rigid Senſe; yet This does not prove that He 
thought the ſame Doctrine to be taught in the 
Articles of our Church. For had That been the 
Caſe, what occaſion was there for drawing up- 
nine neu Articles? Might not the old ones have 
ſerved for quieting all differences? It is plain 
from hence, that The old Articles were not 
thought ſufficient to end the diſpute, or to con- 
demn the Anti- Calviniſts; but new ones were de- 
viſed to ſupply that Defect: which neu ones might 
indeed be thought, by ſome, confiſtent with the 
old ones; and That is all. We ſce however, 
that the Lambeth Articles, in their ſtricteſt Senſe, 
appear d to others not very conſiſtent with the 
Doctrine of our Church. And it is well known 
that the Queen and Court diſliked Them i, that they 


s Strype's Append. p. 201. Vid. etiam Hiſt. Artic, Lamb. 
b Stry pe Life of Whitg. p. 466. 


i See the Letter to the Duks of Buckingham in Heylin's 
Life of Laud, p. 131. and Collier's Ecel. Hiſt, Vol. 2. p. 
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thought Them deſtructive of Piety, and Gowvern- 
ment; and the Archbiſhop, for countenancing 
Them, narrowly eſcaped a Pramunire. 

I have but juſt touch'd upon Baro's Proſecuti- 
on, not thinking it neceſſary to relate That whole 
Affair, which may be ſeen at large in our Hiſto- 
rians. He was an Anti- caluiniſt, and had been 
ſo for many Years in his Sermons and Lectures; 
was never called to account for it before the 

Vear 1595, then defended Himſelf handſomly, and 
had the Favour and Countenance of Lord Burg/- 
ley, who reprimanded the warm proceedings of 
the Heads againſt Him, told Them that as good 
and as -ancient were of another judgment, and that 
They might puniſh Him, but it wouid be for well-do- 
ing This Diſcountenance from Court ſtopped 
the Proſecution ; and Baro enjoy'd his Profeſlor- 
ſhip ſome time longer, till his Reſignation of it. 
| r. Strype | mentions four confiderable Men 
of that Univerſity, that favour'd Baro, and his 
Cauſe : Mr. Overal, Dr. Clayton, Mr. Harſnet, and 
Dr. Andrews. Overal ſucceeded Whitaker in tlie 
Regius Profeſſorſhip, ſoon after: So that I think 
the Writer of the Pamphlet had no occaſion to 
boaſt of the Divinity Profeſſors oſ that Time. Baro, 
an Anti- calviniii was Margaret Profeſſor before 
Whitaker was R-gius: And the immediate Suc- 
ceſſor to Whitaker was of the ſame Sentiments, in 
the main, with Baro. Here I may take leave of 
Whitgift, and the Univer/ity in Queen Elizabe!/,'s 
Time. Nothing yet appears to make our Arti- 
cles Catviniſtical. + $ 
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fe The next Thing pretended is the Ji Convo- 

g cations. The Fact is This: Calviniſm had got 
footing in Ireland before the Year 1615. In 


- that Year, They drew up a Confeſſi:n of their own 
le (not approving of the Engliſʒ Articles) and They 


4 inſerted the Lambeth Articles into Their Confeſ- 
n ſion. Dr. Ujber, then a profeſſed Calvinif?, drew 
3 up the Confeſſion. I ſee nothing in This matter 
c to prove our Articles Calviniſtical; unleſs their 
d being rejected, by the Calviniſis, can amount to 
- | 2 proof of their being Calviniſtical. In the Year 
Y* 1634, the 1riſþ Convocation, with Uſher, now Lord 
4 * Primate, received the Thirty Nine Articles, with- 
tout formally laying aſide the Lamberh Articles, 
10 This ſhows that Archbiſhop Uſher and the Con- 
d vocation thought Thoſe Two kinds of Articles 
* conſiſtent : which they might be, tho' there were 
not a Syllable of Calviniſm in ours, if they were 
n not plainly Ant i-Calviniſtical. So that here is no- 
18 thing like a proof of the pretended Calviniſm in 
d our Articles, either in the judgment of Uſer, or 
e of the Jriſß Convocations. Ubber, ſome years af- 
k ter, renounced his Calvinian Principles, as is well 
0 atteſted by Three good Hands: But I do not 
0, find that He therewith renounced our Articles. 
e Having thus anſwer'd every Pretence of This 
- Mriter for his imaginary Caluiniſm; I may now, 
n ex abundanti, throw in a few brief Remarks which 


f _ to me to plead ſtrongly on the oppoſite 
N ſide. = 

[= It has been often pleaded by learned Men, and 
1 think well prov d, that our Articles (in the 

- Year 1552.) were not drawn up by Catvir's 
Scheme, but, next to Scripture and Antiquity, 

upon the Platform of the moderate Luthcrans, the 

Auguſtan Conteſſion, * Doctrine, and the 


Neceſſary 


- 
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Neceſſary Doctrine and Erudition of a Chriſtian Man, 
compiled about nine Years before the paſſing of our 
Articles, and by many of the ſame Hands w that 
concurred with theſe in 155 2. Our Articles there- 
fore, in their original Compoſition, were not Calvi- 
niſtical: How They could come to be fo afterwards, 
being ſtill the ſame Articles, I cannot deviſe. I 


do not find that the Calvinian rigours had obtain- 


ed here in K. Edward's Time, except among 
the Goſpellers, (as they were then called) who were 
a Scandal to the Doctrine They profeſti d, as Biſhop 


| Burnet n ſays of Them; and who were often 


ſmartly reflected on by Hooper, and other the moſt 


judicious Reformers. There were ſome Diſputes 


upon Thoſe Heads, among the Confeſſors in Pri- 
ſon, in Q. Marys Time . But none of Them 
yet appear to have run the lengths of Calviniſm 
in all the five Points, The Refugees from Geneva, 
in Q. Elzabeth's Days, began to propagate Cal- 


 winiſm pretty early; but it does not appear that 


They then claim'd any Countenance for it from 
our Articles; which Gin continu'd the ſame in 
Thoſe Points after the reviſal in 1562, and again 
in 1571. In the Year 1572, The Calvinits Them- 
ſelves complain of ſome of our Biſhops, as alſo 


of the Articlfs. The Authors of the Second Ad- 


monition, as Plaifere v obſerves, do accuſe ſome 
Biſhops as ſuſpected of the Hereſy of Pelagius, and 
ſay, for Free- will, not only They are ſuſpetted, but 
others alſo: And indeed the Book of Articles of Chriſtt- 


an Religion ſpeaketh very dangerouſly of falling from 


— — 6 
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m See Heylin Quinqu. Part 2. Ch. 13, Seft. 3, 
* Rurnet Hiſt: of the. Reſorm, Vol. 2. p. 107, 
* Heylin Quinqu. HP. Part 8. Ch. 17. 
Þ Plaifere Appello Evang. Part 3. Ch. 16. 
Grace, 
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Grace, which is to be reformed, becauſe it too much 


inclineth to their Error. We have the like Com- 


laint of theirs, not long after, taken notice of 
Dean Bridges , in the Year 1587. whereby it 
appears that the Calvinifts then made no diffe- 


rence between the juſtified falling away finally, 


and the eleHed: Tho' the Doctrine of our Church 
is plain that the regenerate, or juſtified, may ſo fall. 


But as to the Elect, if That be ſtrictly under- 


ſtood, it is a Contradiction to ſay, They ſhall 
finally 3 The Calviniſts, at that Time, were 
very far from boaſting of our Articles being 
clear on Their Side: They ſuſpe&ed the very 
Contrary, being ſenſible how the Doctrines of 
Univerſal Redemption, and of departing from Grace, 
bore had upon their Scheme. w 3 To 

In the Years 1584, and 1585, we find Mr. Harſ- 


net, and the judicious Hooker, Both of Them con- 


demning the Calviniſtical Doctrine of irreſpectiue 
Reprobation; and Both of Them receiv'd and 
countenanc'd by Archbiſhop Whizgife. 1 

In the Year 1603. was the Famous Hampton 
rt Conference. The Calviniſts then mov d that 


we Book of Articles might be explain d in places 


obſcure, and enlarged where ſome Things were defe- 
five; that the Lambeth Articles might be taken 
in, and that in the fixteenth Article, after the 
Words, depart from Grace, might be added but not 
Totally, nor finally; which would have defeated 
the whole intent and meaning of the Article . It 
ſeems, The Calviniſts were not yet confident of 
our Articles being plainly, or at all on their Side; 


8 
2 
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q Bridges Defence of the Government eftabliſh'd, &c. p. 
1308. . i | | 
r See Plaifere Appello Evang. Part 3. Ch, 16. 
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as indeed they had no reaſon. Yet nothing was 
done to ſatisfy their Scruples, or to relieve their 
Uneaſineſs on That Account. ws. 
In the Year 1618, our Divines, at the Synod of 
Dort, had Commiſſion to inſiſt upon the Doctrine 
of Univerſal Redemption as the Doctrine of the 
Church of England (tho They were out voted in 
it) which one Doctrine, purſued in its juſt Con- 
ſequences, is ſufficient to overthrow the whole 
Calvinian Syſtem of the five Points 

In the Year 1624. Mr. Mountague (then Pre- 
bendary of Windſor) openly diſclaim'd the Calvi- 
niſtical Tenets, as being the Poſitions of private 
Doctors only, not of the Church in her publick 
Forms. His Appello Cæſarem, wrote in Vindicati- 
on thereof, was approv'd by K. James; and Dr. 
White order d to licenſe it with this Approbati- 
on; that there was nothing contain d in it but what 
awas agreeable to the publick Faith, Doctrine, and 
Diſcipline eſtabliſhed in the Church of England. This 
is a very conſiderable Teſtimony that our Articles 
are not Calvuiniſtical. And it is very obſervable 
that when the Commons, the Year after, drew a 


their Charge againſt Mountague, They coul 
find no Article of the Church to ground their 
Complaint upon (fo far as concern'd the five Points) 
but the ſeventeenth: which yet They ſo under- 
ſtood as to make it, in Senſe, directly repugnant 
to Article the ſixteenth. For, They charge Him 
with maintaining and affirming, in oppoſition to 
Article the ſeventeenth, that Men juſtify d may fall 
away and depart from the State which once They had, 
and that They may riſe again, and become new Men 
poſſibly, but not certainly, nor neceſſarily : Which is 
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bee it in Collier Eccl. Hiſt. Vol. 2. p. 736, &c. 
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the plain and manifeſt Doctrine of Article the fix- 
teenth, which does not ſay ſball, or muf? riſe a- 
gain, but may only; intimating plainly enough, 
that it is neither certain, nor neceſſary. 
Such as deſire to ſee more of Mountague's Caſe, 
may conſult the Hiſtorians of That Time. I con- 
cern my ſelf no farther than to relate ſuch parti- 
culars as give Light to the preſent Queſtion, a- 
bout the Senſe of our Articles in the five Points, 
And I would have. it obſerved, thar I am not 
inquiring whether Calviniſm was the more pre- 
vailing Doctrine of Thoſe Times, but whether it 


_ - was generally thought to be contain'd in, and 


profeſs'd by our Articles, or other publick aus 
thoriz'd Forms of our Church. Many ran in 
with Calviniſm, who did not pretend to find 
the whole of their Doctrine in our publick Forms; 
nay, who ſuſpected that our Articles · were not 
only defective in Thoſe Points, but even contra- 
dictory, in ſome meaſure, to Them. This, 1 
think, ſufficiently appears from the Complaints of 
the Earlier Calvuiniſts in Queen Elixabeth's Time; 
from Whiaker's Confeſſion to Mhitgift; from the 
Conduct of the Heads, in Barret's Cale; and from 
the Story of Baro; from Whitgift's Procedure in 
the Lambeth Articles, and his frank Confeſſions in 
favour of Barret; from Dr. Reynold's Proceedings 
at the Hampton-Conference, and the Reſolutions 
taken thereupon ; and laſtly, from the 1 Con- 
vocation of 1615, and from the Caſe of Moun- 
Fague. 1 | 
; © ſhall proceed a little farther 'into Charles the 
Firſt his Reign, and then conclude this Article. 
In the Year 1626. The King put out a Procla- 
mation to quiet the Diſputes on The five Points; 
forbidding zew Opinions, and all innovation. in 
1 - the 
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the Dol ltrine, or Diſcipline of the Church; com- 
manding all to keep cloſe to the Dotirine and Dif Dif 
cipline eltabliſh'd. This Proclamation ſeems to have 
been chiefly levelled againſt the Calviniſts, who 
| were then labouring to introduce Innovations in 
Doctrine, and Diſcipline. 

In the Year 1628. the King prefix d his famous 
Declaration to a new Edition of the Articles: 
Which Declaration was defign'd chiefly to bridle 
the Calviuiſte, but indeed to ſilence the Predeſtina- 
rian Controverſy on both Sides. The Calvinifts 
made loud Complaints againſt it: The King had 
confin'd Them to the general meaning of the Ar- 
ticles, the. plain and ful meaning ;- ha prohibited 
any new Senſe, and the 2 the Article aſide. 
This They interpreted to be laying a Reſtraint 
upon Them from preaching the Saving Doctrines 
ol God's Free Grace, in Election, and Predeſtinati- 

on. (ſee Collier p. 7400 But why ſo, if Calviniſi 
had been before incorporated into our Articles; or 
if it were not a new Senſe, and beſide their plain 
and full meaning? This Complaint, from That 
Quarter, looks like a Confeffion that our Articles 
were not, in themſelves, Caluiniſtical; and that 
Calviniſm could not be taught without intro/u- 
cing a new Senſe, and drawing the Articles aſide; 
or however, not without being more particular than 
the Articles had been. 

Soon after the King's Declaration, The ce 
drew up a kind of Anti-Declaration, © avowing 
(as They ſay) © That Senſe of the Articles 
« which by the publick Atis of the Church of 
England, and the ral and current Expoſition 
* of the Writers of our Church, had been deli- 
ver d to us; eee ofthe AH and 

Wat Arminiaus. 5 
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For an Anſwer to which, I refer the Reader td 
Archbiſhop Laud's ſhort Notes, or Scholia, upon 
This Anti-Declaration, recorded by Heylin in his 
Life. I may obſerve that the Commans laid no 
Claim to the literal or grammatical Meaning, in 
favour of Calviniſm; and that They appealed only 
to extrinfick Evidence: Firſt, to the publick Atts of 
the Church, when there were really none ſuch, 
properly ſo called; next to the current Expoſſeit 
of Writers, wherein They appeat not to have di- 
ſtinguiſh'd between the current Doctrine of -Wti- 
ters, and the current Expoſition of the Articles; 28 
if it were neceflary that the whole Body of the 
current Divinity ſuould have been contain d in ont 
Articles. Befides that even the current Doctrim 
was not intirely on the Side of Calviniſm. Alf. 
tute . been generally condemned 'a 
along by our moſt judicious Diyines: And ch 
Doctrines of univerſal Redemption, aud o 
p arting from Grace, as generally approv'd: Wh 


, 


ines if purſu'd in their Conſequences (tho 

many might not be aware of it) tend to othe:- 
throw the Caluinian Doctrines in the five Points. 
1 may farther hint, that even the Article of 
Predeſtination has been vainly enough urged in 
favour of the  Calvinitical Tenets. For, not to 
mention . the Saving Clauſe in the Concluſion, 
or its ſaying nothing at all of Reproba'ton, and 

nothing in favour of abſolute Predeſtination to 
Life; There ſeems to be a plain diſtin&ion (as 
Plaifere * has well obſerr'd) in the Article it 
ſelf, of Two kinds of Predeſtination, one ot 
which is recommended to us, the other con- 
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t Plaifere's Analyſis of the t ch Article, P. 387. alias 
H demned 
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demned. See That part of the Article in the 
Margin a. Predeſtination rightly and piouſly con- 
fider'd, that is, conſider d (not irreſpettively, not 
abſolutely) but with reſpe& to Faith in Chrif?, 
Faith working by Love, and Perſevering ; ſuch a 
Predeſtination is a ſweet and comfortable Doctrine. 
But The Sentence of God's Predeſtination (it is 
not here ſaid in Chriſt as before) ThatSentence, ſimplh, 
or abſolutely conſider d (as curious and carnal 1 4 
ſons are apt to conſider it) is a moſt dangerous 
 downfal, leading either to Security, or Deſperati- 
tion, as having no reſpect to nk 2 Faith and a 
goed. Life, nor N upon it, but antecedent in 
order to it. The Article then ſeems to ſpeak 
of Two Subjects, firſt of Predeſtination ſoberly un- 
derſtood with reſpect to Faith in Chrif?, which is 
wholſome Doctrine; ſecondly of Predeſtination 
femply confider'd, which is a dangerous Doctrine. 
And the latter part ſeems to be intended againſt 
Thoſe Gojpellers whereof Biſhop Burnet * ſpeaks. 
— JT 
+ As the Godly. conſideration of Predeſtination and our 
Election in Chriſt is full of ſweet, pleaſant, and unſpeakable 
Comfort to Godly perſons, and ſuch as feel in Themſelves the 
working of the Spirit of Chriſt, mortifying the Works of the 
Fleſh, and their earthly Members, and drawing up their 
Minds te high and heavenly Things; as well becauſe it doth 


greatly eftabliſh and confirm their Faith of eternal Salvation 
70 be enjoy'd through Chriſt, as becauſe it doth fervently 


- kindle their Love towards God. Se 

o for curious and carnal Perſons, lacking the Spirit of 
Chriſt, to have continually: before their eyes the Sentence of 
God's Predeſtination, ;s 4 moſt dangerous Downfal, where- 
by. the Devil doth thruſt Them either into Deſperation, or 
into wretchleſsneſs of unclean Living (impuriflime Vitæ 
Securitatem) no leſs perillous than Deſperation. — 
* The Doctrine of Predeſtination having been generally 
taught by the Reformers, many of This Sect (The wa 
55 ä 3  Jers 
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Nor is it Res that any true and ſound Do- 
&trine of the Goſpel, ſhould, of it ſelf, have any 
aptneſs to become a downfal even to carnal Per- 
ons: But carnal Perſons are apt to corrupt a ſound 
Doctrine, and ſuit it to their own Lyuſts and Paſ- 


ons, thereby falſify ing the Truth. This Doctrine, 


ſo depraved and miſtałen, our Church condemns. 
That is, ſhe condemns abſolute, irreſpefFive Pre- 
| deſtination, not the other. This appears to be 
the moſt probable Conſtruction of the ſeventeenth 


Article, for Vindication whereof, I ſhall refer to 


the Margin , and to Plaifere before cited; who 
accordingly, in the cloſe of his Analyſis, appeals Aa 
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lers) began to make ſtrange Inferences from it; reckoning 
_ every Thing was decreed, and the Decrees of God 
could not be fruſtrated, therefore Men ware to ieave them- 
ſelves to be carried 7 theſe Decrees. This drew ſome into 
great Impiety of Life, and others into Deſperation. The 
Germans ſoon ſaw the ill effects of This Doctrine. Luther 
changed his Mind about it, and Melancthon openly writ a- 
gainſt it. And ſince that Time, The whole Stream of the 
Lutheran Churches has run the other way. But both Cale 
vin and Bucer were ſtill for maintaining the Doftrine of 
theſe Decrees ; only They warned the People not to think 
much of them, ſince They were Secrets which Men could not 
penetrate into. But They did not ſo clearly ſhow how Theſe 
Conſequences did not flow from ſuch Opinions, Hooper and 
many other good Writers, did often dehort the People from 
entring into theſe Curioſities ; and a Caveat ro the ſame 
| purpoſe was put afterwards into the Article of thi Church 
about Predeſtination. | in ne ANT. 5 NY 
| Burnet Hift. of the Ref. Vol. 2. p. 107; 
yt. De æterna Predeſtinatione rectè erudiri Ecclefiam 
ſummopere neceſſarium eſt; Nam ut nulla Doctrina Ube- 
riorem Conſolationem, piis Conſcientiis afferre ſolet, quam 
Doctrina prædeſtinationis recte Fxplicita, ita nihil peticu- 
loſius eſt quam recta Prædeſtinationis ratione aberrare. 
2. Nam qui à vera deflectit, in Præcipitium fertur, unde 
ſe recipere non poteſt. | 
tr» M4 3. Suny 
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Thi, nary Article of our Church, in 1 ; of Cop 
ditionate Predeſlination. Nevertheleſs it 
ent to my urpoſe, if neither Abſolute, nor 2 
nate be affirm d, or denied in the Article; as 
been tlie 3 pl of many, and as I haye been bee 
fore, (to prevent necdle(s Diſputes) willing to allow, 
Let it be ſuppoſed that Caluiniſm is not direftly 
Man. the Articles; 5 N is gien ren 9 
n. 8 211 N 


* * ELF 


T 3. Bunt eb. qui cum audit noſtram ſalutem u Dei 
electione & propoſſio, ſitam eſſe, &, modum verum haud 
obſervant, ,ſomnia in Grice, & Fabulas Parcarum fifigunt., . 

4. Modus hurem' ptædeſtinationſß Verifombns elt, quem 
+ 7740 nobis commonſtrat, cùm ad Epheſ. ſcribit, Elegit 
in Chriſio. In hoc Modo, Gonditis Fideiineiuditur, 
cum Fide inſetimur Chriſto, ejus mambta efficimar, & 
ideo electi quia Gan membra ſumus. 8 
' Hemmingins apud Plaif. 15 
| jo - ep haud dubis Electos eſſe eds, qui edn 

propter Chriſtum promiſſam Fide appsehendunt, nec 1 

unt eam fiduciam ad extte mum. 

Melancth. loc. Theol, de Pradeſt.. 
Her you ſee how you ſhall avoid the Scrupulous and 
dangerous Queſtion of the Predeſtination of Go4 : For, 
thou wilt enquire into his Councils, thy Wit will deceive Thes 
i Thou begin with Chriſt, &c; This Simple Que- 
ſtion will not hurt Thee —— Chriſt is the Book of Life, and 
all that believe in Him are of the ſame Bock, and ſo are 
choſen to everlafling Liſe; For only Thoſe are ordain'd that 
believe. Latimer. Serm. on Septuageſ. p. 214. 

Biſhop Bancroft, at the Hampton- Conference, obſerves 
that many grow Libertines by relying too much on Predeſti- 
nation; that This Propoſition, if I ſhall be faved, I ſhall be 
ſaved, i a deſperate Doctrine, a Contra diclion to orthodox 

Belief, ; and that Men ought not to reſt thiir Happineſs on any 
| abſolute; irreſpefFive Decree ; citing the latter part of the 

17th Article relating to God's general Promiſes. All which 

24 that He thought That Article W to Rs, ſhes 
favour abſolute news. Ni 


} 4 S 
| ; | 
"ok | 7 | 8 


Now, 


Caſe of Arian Subſcription. Gt 
| Now, to return to our Writer. To juſtify Are 
minian Subſcription, | plead firſt, That the Words 
Themſelves, of our publick Forms, do not deter- 
mine on the Side of Calviniſm: Nor ſecondly, any 
known intention of Compilers. or Impoſers: Not 
thirdly, any Authentick Interpretation of our Su- 
periors. On the other hand, the Preſumption ra- 
ther lies agaioſt Calviniſm. from expreſs Words in 
ſome Articles, (as particularly the 161 and zz 
beſides ſeveral other Things in the Catechuſin a 
Liturgy) from the probable Conſtruction of other 
Articles, from the original Compoſition and De- 
ſign of the Articles, and from ſome conſidetable 
eſtimonies of our moſt judicious Divines; be- 
ſides the Confeſſions of the more early Calviniſis 
Themſelves. This Writer has promis d me tg 
| defend Arian Subſcription by the ſame Arguments, 
p. 38. If it might, not look too like inſulting, I 
would now, call upon Him to make his Words 


The Reader, I hope, will excuſe the length of 
This Part, which could not eaſily have been 
crowded into a ſhorter compaſs. I have omitted 
a great deal, purely for the ſake of Brevity; and 
becauſe I would not enter farther into a diftintÞ 
Controverſy, than the Objettion neceflarily tequi- 


red. I may now paſs on. | 
Object. Would an Arminian have expreſſed bim- 
ſelf in the Language of the Articles, about Predeſti- 
nation, and Original Sin? 11g: 
Anſw. Would a Caluiniſt have expreſſed himſelf in 
the Language of the Articles, about the five Point? 
Compare the Lambeth Articles, or the Decrees of 
the Synod of Dort, or the Aſſembly's Confeſſion; and 
ſee whether They, or any of Them ſpeak the mo- 
derate Language of our Articles. As to Original 
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Sin, I know not whether Any of our Conſidera- 
ble Divines go the Lengths of the Arminians in Thar 
Article. As to Predeſtination, Dr. Bennet and 
Mr. Plaifere, have Both appealed to Arminius 
Himſelf, as teaching the very ſame Doctrine 
with our 17th Article: Which may well deſerve 
This Author's Special Notice. But it is enough 
for me, if the Article has but been expreſs'd in the 
middle, or moderate Way, in ſuch general Terms 
as come not up either to Calviniſm, or Arminianiſm ; 
Which is a Suppoſition I have been willing to ad- 
mit, for the waving of all needleſs Controverſy ; 
tho I am rather of opinion that the Article leans 
to the Anti-Calvinian Perſwaſion. - pag 
I have heard it objected to the Suppoſition of the 
Article's being general, and indifferent to either 
ſide, that it would make the Article uſeleſs, as 
deciding and determining nothing. But I beg 
leave to obſerve that The Article, may be ex- 
| ceeding uſeful, notwithſtanding ſuch a Suppo- 
W - 5 3 
0 1. To prevent the ſuſpicion of our Church's 
running in with the Geſpellers on one hand, or the 
Pelagians on the other; And ſo the Article is a 
Fence againſt Slander and Calumny. 12 
2. Suppoſing the Article to be general, and in- 
definite, in re ſpect of the Controverſy between Cal- 
viniſts and Arminians; it is yet Special and Deter- 
minate againſt the opinion of Samuel Huber, who 
taught an univerſal Election ( which in reality is 
no Election) and that all Men by the Death of 
Chriſt, were 3 into the State of Grace and 
Salvation. The Article confines the Election to 
x Bennet's Directions for Studying, &c. p. 95, &c. 
* Plaifere Appello Evang. p. 38. alias p. 27. | 
Es Thoſe 
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Thoſe that believe in Chriſt, and live up to That 
Belief, perſevering to the end. 3 
The Article is alſo ſpecial and determinate 
againſt the opinion father'd upon Origen, that all 
Men, even wicked Men, and Devils, ſhall at laſt 
be receiv'd to mercy. The Article is farther ſpe- 
cial and determinate againft the Socruians, who 
deny God's Preſcience of future Contingents, and 
admit no ſpecial Predeſtination from all eter- 
| nity. There may be other falſe Opinions parti- 
cularly condemn'd by this Article: But Theſe 
now ſpecified are enough to ſhow the »ſe of the 
Article; tho” we ſhould ſuppoſe the main Points, be- 
tween Calviniſis and Armimans, to be left in medio, 
undetermin d. 5 | 
Objection. I know of no obligation upon any one to 
ſubſeribe to This, That the Ideas which the Compilers 
of the 1 1th Article had of Juſtification and Faith, &c. 
were conſonant to the true Ideas which were expreſs'd 
by Theſe Words in Scripture, p. a2 
Anſwer. The Subſcriber mult aſſent to the Pro- 
poſitions laid down by the Compilers and Impoſers ; 
which Propofitions are made up of Ideas: and 
therefore, in ſubſcribing to their Propoſitions, we 
ſubſcribe ſo far to their Ideas. I do not ſay, that 
we ſubſcribe to any of their private Sentiments, 
or Ideas, ſuch as They have not expreſs'd, or in- 
tended not to expreſs, in the publick Forms. But 
their declared, publick Sentiments contain'd in 
our Forms, Thoſe, ſo far as we are certain of 
them, we ſubſcribe to. 85 | 
As to the meaning of the eleventh Article, our 
Church refers us not to Scripture (for, ſuch as dif- 
believe the Art cle might pretend Scripture) but 
to the Homily delivering the Church's Senſe of 
Scripture, in regard to that Article. | 
3, TORS” Object. 


64 A Supplement tothe 
Object. There are a great many Paſſages of Strip- 
ture interpreted in the Homilies; but yet our Church 
no where ſuppoſes, that whoever differs from its Expli- 
«ations offers Violence to Scripture ifelf, p. 44. 


Writer may love to miſtake, or miſrepreſent plain 
Things. But wherever our Church has tied us 
up to the Profeſſion of any Doctrine, The Syb- 
ſeriber, as ſuch, muſt interpret Scripture conform- 
ably to That Doctrine, and not in oppoſition 
thereto. He muſt, not, for inſtance, interpret 


Scripture in favour of Purgatory, Infallibility, wor- 


ſhip of Saints, or the like; at the ſame Time con- 
demning Thoſe Popiſb Tenets by his Subſcription: 
Neither muſt he interpret Scripture in favour of 

the Son's,or Holy-Gholt's inferiority, inequality, &c. 
while He ſubſcribes to their Coeguality, and Coe- 
ternity. He is tied up to the Church's Senſe of 


Scripture, in all Points determin'd by the Church, 
ſo far as to believe that her Explications are, in the 


general, juſt and true; that whatever ſhe propoſes 
as Scripture- Doctrine, is Scripture-Dofrine ; and that 
no Senſe of Scriprure which runs counter to Her 
Decifions is the true Senſe of Scripture, but a Vo- 


lencè offer'd toScripture. This is all I ever meant, 


or now mean, by our being bound up to the 
Church's Explicationt. k 5 TG 


Object. No Law requires any Man to explain the 


Articles by the Liturgy, or to ſubſcribe the Articles in 
the Senſe of the Liturgick 4 5 . 
Anſu. The Lau of common Senſe obliges us to 
make the Articles and Liturgy conſiſtent, at leaſt, if 


we admit Both; and to believe that Both, in rea- 


bi mean the ſame Thing, being cltabliſh'd by the 
fame Author it. n 


* ä Oe „ * 
n —— 


Anſw. Neither do I ſuppoſe it, however This 


S 1 Db as n — 
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Object. The Articles may be general De L- 
turgy more ſpecial and determinate, p.45. 7 

Anſw. This might have been the Caſe ; but in 
Fact it is not: For the Athanafian Creed, con- 
tain'd in Article the 8th, to ſa nothing of other 
Articles, is as ſpecial and determinate as the Li- 
turgy itſelf. The ſame Evaſions will not, it may 
be, indifferently ſerye for every expreſſion to be 
met with in Both: But a Man that takes into 
that looſe way, may when his Hand is in, find 
ſome Evaſion or other for any thing whatever, It 
ſeems to be purely accidental, that the Doctor 
appear'd to be more confounded and non- pluſs d 
in the Liturgy, than in the Creeds and Articles : 
Invention will ſometimes flagg, and even the 
keeneſt Wit cannot bear to be always kept upon 
the ſtretch. _ ; | 

Obje&. What Advantage, real Advantage, would 
it be to the Church of England to ejett out of its Com- 
munion ſuch Men as Dr. W. plainly points at? 
g fe It is unfortunate for the Men who are 
to new model our Divinity, and to reform 
our Faith, that They ſhould betray, . at every 
Turn, a ftrange Confuſion of Thought even in 
clear, and plain Things. This Writer cannot 
diſtinguiſh between ejecting, and not admitting; 
nor between Church-Communion', and Church- 
Truſts. I ſaid not a word about ejetting any 
Man out of Communion: I pleaded only a- 
_ gainſt admitting Any, into Church Truſts, that mult 
come in by Iniquity, or not at all: And I am not 
ſenſible that I was either deceived in my reaſon- 
ing, or out in my Politicks. However high an 
Opinion This Gentleman ( or I) may have of 
the valuable Abilities of 2 Arian 8 — 
f oP . * 
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whatever Advantage, or Credit we might pro- 


| poſe, by having ſo conſiderable Men amongſt us; 
yet our Misfortune is, that we cannot have Them 
but by Sinful means, and at the expence of Sin- 
cerity; and we dare not promiſe ourſelves any 
real, or laſting Benefit from ſo notorious a Breach 
'of God's Commandments. On the other hand, ſince 
I am here publickly called upon to declare what 
_ © Advantage it may be to us, to have a {top put to 
This unrighteous pr actice of ſubſcribing, I ſhall brief- 
1y hint it in a few Particulars. 

1. It will be much for the Honour of God, and 
of our moſt Holy Religion, to have no more ſuch 
Offences ſeen, or once named amonglt us. 


2. It will be taking away one great Reproach 


from our Country, heretofore famed for its gra- 


vity, and good Senſe; and for breeding up Di- 


vines, and Caſuiſts, as judicious, ſolid, and accu- 
rate as Any upon the Face of the Eartn. 

3. It may be much for the advantage of the 
common People, not to be under ſuch Guides as 
are Themſelves remarkably deficient in the firſt 
Principles of Morality, and Chriſtian Simplicity; 
and who may be preſumed the leſs qualify*d to 
dire& the Conſciences of others, while ſo maniteſtly 
faulty in the Conduct of their own. | 
4. It may be a farther Advantage, for Chr.ſtian 


People, to be under the Care and Guidance of 


none but Orthodox Teachers; ſuch as will inſtru& 
Them in the Fundamentals of Chriſtianity, and 
lead Them in the way everlaſting, = 
Theſe are ſome of che Advantages we may 
reaſonably propoſe, alouig with God's Bleſſing; 
which muſt be had in Gou's own way, and in the 
doing of what is juſt, honeſt, and upright. If there 


be any greater Advantages on the other fide, let 


W 
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This Gentleman name Them, and They ſhall be 
_ conſidered. FTT 
Object. They diſclaim Arianiſm; yet notwithſtand- 
ing That, They are injuriouſiy and unchriſtianly called 
Arians, p. 46. | . ä 
Anſu. God forbid that we ſhould ever demean 
our ſelves injuriouſly, or unchriſtianly towards any 
Man. Here is a miſtake ſomewhere; and 
it is no hard matter to perceive. where it lies. 
This Gentleman ſhould have ſaid, that They 
diſclaim the Name of Arianiſm : They do indeed 
diſclaim the Name, but not the Thing. We think 
ourſelves as proper, and as competent Judges of 
what Arianiſm is, as Others may be: And we 
cannot help judging, as long as we can read. 
When we have found the Thing, being plain 
and ſincere Men, we immediately give the Name. 
For the purpoſe; if we meet with any Man 
teaching the Doctrines of Purgatory, Tranſubſtan- 
tiation, and other diſtinguiſhing Badges of Popery; 
we never ſtay for his leave; but we have, 
upon ſuch Evidence, a very clear and undoubted 
Right to call ſuch a Man a Papiſt, till He has 
purged Himſelf of Thoſe Poſitions. By the very 
ſame Rule, we pretend to give the Name of Arians 
to as many as we find the Arian Tenets upon: 
And their denial of it ſignifies nothing, being 
only proteſting againſt Fatt ; which, in all parallel 
Caſes, is highly ridiculous. If They are Arians, 
and do not know it, They are indeed the more 
pitiable: But as their Ignorance is no Rule to 
Thoſe that know better; ſo we hope there is no- 
thing injurious, or unchriſtian, in calling either Men, 
or Things, by their right Names. 
Objection. They are charged with Fraud and 
Prevarication, becauſe _ Subſcribe's Which is 
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the ſevereſt Reflexion on their Characters poſſible, 
4 . All the Severity lies in the Truth, and 
Evidence of the Charge. If the Charge cannot be 
fully proved, the Man that makes it is in reality 
the Sufferer, by expoling Himſelf. But I have took 
care to proceed upon none but the cleareſt and 
moſt evident grounds : And now I may lay claim 
ro Thoſe Gentlemen's Thaxks, for kindly ſhowing 
Them both their Sin, and their Danger. Princi- 

ples are valuable, and precious, and muſt not be 
parted with, in Complement to any Man's Cha- 
racer. Beſides, it is to be hoped that Men of 
their Education, and Abilities, do not want to 
be told, that there are Some Things which They 
ought to be infinitely more tender of than of a 
ſhort-liv'd Charater, (built upon Self flattery, and 
delufrveſhows) and Thoſe are, the Honour of God, 
the ſimplicity of the Goſpel, and the Salvation of 
Men. One way ſtill there is left, and indeed 
but one, whereby to retrieve their Charadters; 
which is to repent, and amend. If They'll accept 
of this plain and frank Admonition, it may not 
perhaps be altogether unſerviceable to Them: If not 
let it ſtand as a Teſtimony againſt Them, for the 
Benefit of Others, leſt They alſo fall into the ſame 
Condemnation. . 

Object. Men who have never wrote a Word in the 
Trinitarian-Controverſy, who have had no occaſion, 
u de ſign to write on that Subjett, yet are repreſented 
to the World under the ſame invidious Name. 1 
This the Conduct of a Chriſtian, and a Divine? ¶ Hat 
muſt every Man conclude when He ſees the Running 
Title —— The Cafe of Arian Subſcription, &c. and 
Pleas for ſuch Subſcription examined; and yet the 
very firſt of theſe Pleas is partly taken out of the Book 
of One, who has never written any thing about A _ 


Caſe of Arian Subſcription. , G9 
Subſcription ! Is This becoming a Proteſtant Divine? I 
1 * 5 The Reader I hope will excuſe it, if ſoa rt 
want of Arguments to reply to, I am forced ſome» - 
times to condeſcend to take notice of mere Decl. 
mation. This Gentleman has before ſhown his 
over officiouſneſs in defending Dr. Clarke againſt a 
ſuppoſed Injury done Him; tho? I dare be confi- * 
dent, the Dr. Himſelf knows that I have not injured 
Him at all. Now He is offering a helping Hand 
to a Perſon of an higher Character and Station in 
the Church; who, I doubt not, is too wiſe a Man 
to think that I have any where faild in point of 
ſtrict Juſtice, or even of Decency, and Reſpect to- 
wards Him. My Buſineſs. was to examine every _* 
the moſt plauſible Plea that had been brought for 1 
That Subſcription which I condemn, under the 
Name of Arian Subſcription. I never repreſented 
That Perſon under the invidious Name of an Arian; 
nor was it ever in my Thoughts to do it. But 
it was my profeſs'd Deſign, not to difſemble Any 
thing that might look favourable to the Cauſe of 
Arian Subſcription ; not to conceal either the 
ſtrongeſt Pleas, or the greateſt Names that might 
appear to countenance it. And to me it ſeems 
that This Mriter, had it been his manner ever to 
weigh Things with Candor, or Judgment, might 
have thank'd me for ſo fair, and fo unexceptionable ö 
a Conduct; in allowing his Cauſe all the Advantage, EF 
or Credit that could poſſibly be given it. But . 
enough: This Gentleman, ſhould be adviſed, the 
next ſime He is diſpoſed to ſtand up an Advo- 
cate for greater Men than Himſelf, either to do it 
more pertixently, or to ſtay for their Commiſſion : 
Otherwiſe He may happen, by his officious Zeal, 
and indiſcreet Conduct, to do Them a yeal injury, 
while He is labouring to take off ſuch as are pure- 
ly imaginary. | > Object. 
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Object. The Principles which the ingenious Dr. Ben- 
net contends for, are the ſame with thoſe I have laid 
down, P-49. . | | 
Anſu. I am very glad to hear ſo much from 


4 'y This Gentleman. To compleat the Character of 
* a Careleſs Writer, He ſhall now be condemn'd 


out of his own Mouth. Dr. Bennet's Principle, re- 
lating to Subſcription, is to allow no Liberty but 
where the Words themſelves do allow it, where 
they are fairly capable of ſuch a Senſe as we take 
them in, withour doing Violence to the Words, or 
contraditting what our Church has elſewhere taught. 
I deſire no more than This, in our preſent Que- 
ſtion. If this be our Writer's Principle, He has 
effectually condemn'd Himſelf, and every Arian 
Subſcriber. 33 | 

Let the Reader only turn back, and review the 
Paſſages above cited from our publick Forms; 
and then try whether it be poſſible to reconcile 
Them fairly, and without Violence, or indeed at 
all, to the New Scheme. Now, ſince This Gentle- 
man has here bound Himſelf ta ſtand, or fall, by 
the ſame Rule of Subſcription which Dr. Bennet 
eontends for; I leave Him to apply it at leiſure; 
And as He has thereby entangled Himſelf ſuffi- 
ciently, and beyond all recovery; it would be 
unmerciful, and even cruel, to preſs Him cloſer. 

It may not be here 1 to cite Dr. Ben- 
uet's Application of his own Rule, to This, par- 
ticular Caſe; addreſſing Himſelf to Dr. Clarke, in 
theſe Words. 3 ü 450 
«© As Iam firmly perſuaded, you are a Perſon of 
ce ſo great Integrity, that you will not venture (not- 
« withſtanding your Attempt for Explaining) to 
« repeat your Subſcription, &c. till you have altered 
your Sentiments touching theſe Points fate 
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ct I pray God may be ſpeedily effected) ſol hope, TOR * 


« none of thoſe Perſons who eſpouſe your pre- 


« ſent Sentiments, will be influenc'd by what you 


4 have written, to think your Senſe of thoſe Paſ. 


bc ſages tolerable. I really tremble at the Appre- 

« henſion of That Guile, which ſuch a Colluſſon 
cc muſt pollute Them with: And I cannot but car- 
<« neſtly intreat you to do what lies in your Power, 
e in the molt publick manner, for preventing ſuch 
ce an Interpretation of our Liturgy, as muſt (I 
cc fear) neceſſarily lay waſt the Conſciences of the 
« Compliers, and pave the way for a Man's ſub- 
« ſcribing and uſing ſuch Forms of Devotion as 
« thwart the Senſe of his own Mind.” Bennet on 
the Trin. p. 265. 5 1 

Thus far the ingenious Dr. Bennet, who, I ſup- 
poſe, well underſtands both his own Principle, 
and the Application of it. Whether his Rule- and 
mine differ, is a Queſtion which concerns not 
our preſent debate: Either of Them effe 


condemns Arian Subſcription. My Rule appears 


to be rather the ſtricter of the Two: It is This, 
that wherever we are certain of the Impoſer's 
Meaning, That Meaning we are bound up to, by 
our Subſcription. Perhaps, Dr. Bennet may think 
that we are never certain but where the Words 
Themſelves neceſſarily require ſuch a Meaning. 1 
think, there are ſome poſſible Caſes where we 
may be certain, tho* the Words Themſelves might 
otherwiſe admit of Two Senſes ; and that The In- 
poſers in ſuch Caſes have ſufficiently done their parts, 
tho' there may be ſome ambiguity remaining in the Ex- 


preſſions, ſo long as there is but any certain way left 
for a reaſonable Man to come at their real and 


true Meaning. But I ſhall not dwell longer on 


this nicety, ſince our preſent debate about Arias 


Subſcription 
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” © Subſcription is in a great meaſure unconcern'd in 


6” 


we need not go farther than the Words 


1 27 7 to confute, and condemn it. 


are Thele, 


e and joining with a Pro 


« counts, (1.) Becauſe the Church of Rome will 


ball conclude wich the honeſt Sentiments of 
Mr. Whiſton, which are really and truly the ſame 
with my own: And his Teſtimony, in this Caſe, 


-1s the more conſiderable, becauſe it comes from 
one, who lay under the ſame Temptation with o- 


thers, 


to prevaricate in This Sacred Engagement. 
His = Ty 


Words in the firſt Appendix'to his fifth Volume, 


The great Latitude Dr, Clarke allows, that 
< every Perſon may reaſonably agree to modern 

Forms, under a Proteſtant Settlement, which 
«© owns the Scripture as the Rule of Faith, when- 
* ever He can in any Senſe at all reconcile them 
s with Scripture, if it be with a Declaration how 


He reconciles them; even the” it be in a Senſe 


«which is own'd to be plainly forced, and un- 


. yatural; ſeems to me not juſtifiable, but contra- 
. Jiflory to the direct Meaning, and Defign of 
.* thoſe Forms; and of the moſt pernicious Conſe- 
c quence in all parallel Caſes, Nor do I ſee, at 


this rate, that the ſame Liberty can be whol- 
** ly denied to a Proteſtant, as to the Popiſh Do- 
< Grine and Practices; ſince there alſo, tis ſup- 
oe that thoſe Forms are intended to oblige 
Men to nothing but what is agrecable to Chri- 
6. ftianity. | | 0 ; Var 
If to This obſervation the Doctor ſhould re- 
« ply, that ing with the-Church of Rome, 
Church, in the 
« Manner and with the Declarations He does, 
« are quite different Things on theſe two Ac- 


2 not permit any of her Members to make ſuch 
Wife | T Declaration 


ws 
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* Declaration concerning her Doctrines, but 
c {itively inſiſts upon every one's implicit Submil- 
ſion to them, in the Senſe that Church and her 
* Councils receive them, without examining them 
* by the Rule of Scripture. And (2) becauſe 
© many of the Doctrines of the Church of Rome, 
« ſuch as the Invocation of the Virgin Mary, and 
* of Saints, &c. with the Worſhip of Images, can 
in no Senſe be reconciled, but are directly con- 
trary to it, as ſetting up other Mediators inſtead 
* of Chris, and teaching Men to apply to ſuch 
Beings as have xo Power or Dominion over 
Them; whereas the Invocation of the Holy 
« Ghoſt, and ſo of the whole Trinity, as uſed in 
c the Church of England, (ſome of the moſt ſuſ- 
« picious of all the Things allow'd by Him) 
may be underſtood, and declared, to be only a 
« defiring Him to beſtow thoſe Gifts upon Us, 
in Subordination to the Father and the Son, 
* which we are ſure from Scripture it is his pro- 
ce per Office, and in his Power, to diſtribute: A 1 
„ ſay, The Doctor ſhall make this Reply, I muſt 
« ber; „„ en gr DR 
« 1. That I doubt, our Church does not pro- 
ce perly allow her Members to make any ſuch De- 
« clarations, as is here intimated, but expects their 
„ Submiſfion in that Senſe ſbe and ber Synods haus 
© impoſed her Doctrines and Devotions: And tho 
c jt be not under the Notion of implicit Faith, 
and without Examination, yet as acquieſcing in 
her judgment, interpreting the Scripture accord- 
© ing to the Articles and Creed, and ſubmitting 
© to her Authority in Controverfies of Faith, ' © 
| ©. 2, That there are even in the Church of 
C Rome few or no ſuch Doctrines or Practices, 


As aa. 
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. or other, reconcile Them with Scripture; or at 


& leaſt think they can, which is here almoſt the 
*« ſame Caſe, without dreaming of ſetting up - 


ther Mediators inſtead of Chriſi, or doubting of 
„ ſome degree of Power and Authority in the Be- 
„ ings ſo invocated. So that if We, without all 


ce ſacred ot primitive Command or Example, may 
* follow our Church in the Invocation of the 
Holy Spirit, and fo of the whole Trinity, from 


©. ſome uncertain reaſonings of our own, I do not 
* ſee how we can condemn the Papiſis for fol- 
„ Towing 


their own Church in the Invocation of 
Angeli, nay hardly in That of Saints allo, and 


« of the Virgin Mary ber ſelt. 


Nor can any Explications of Forms directiy a- 


| « gainſt the known Senſe of Words, and of the ' 


*. Impoſers, be other than . Proteſtatio contra Fa- 


Hum; and ſo wholly nyjuſtifiable. 


Nor indeed, it This were ſomewhat tolera- 


e ble in ſome particular Caſes of ſmall moment, 
-<© can it be at all fo in the moſt ſacred Articles and 
Offices of Religion. Bk 


If This way be allowable, thea 1 the Offence 
64 of the Croſs ceaſed; then the Mariyrt have com- 


©. monly loſt their Lives without ſufficient Cauſe; 


* and thoſe Jeus who would die rather than 


eat Swines Fleſh, and thoſe Chriſtians that 
would ſuffer the like puniſhment, rather than caſt 


& a little Incenſe on the Heathen Aliars, were very 
& 1tyfortunate, as having ſuffered without Neceſſity. ; 
What will become of all Oaths, Promiſes and 


Securities among Men, if the plain real Truth 


« and Meaning of Words be no longer the Mea- 
© ſure of what we are to profeſs, aſſert, or Pra- 


e &iſe; but every one may, if He do but openly 


* declare it, put his own ſtrained ne as 
In 8 "He 
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He pleaſes, upon them? Eſpecially if this be- 


4 


« to be allow'd in the moſi ſacred Matters of all. 


the figning Articles of Faith, the making ſolemn 

© Confeſſions of the ſame, and the offering up pub- 
( lick Prayers 4 Praiſes, and Doxologies to the rears 
„God, in the folemn Aſſemblies of his Wors 


c ſhip. | This, 1 own, I dare not do, at the peril . 


« of my Salvation : And if I can no way be per- 
< mitted to enjoy the Benefit of Chriſt's holy 
4 Ordinances in publick, without What I own 
« would be in my ſelf groſs Inſincerity and Preua- 
c vication, I ſhall, I believe, think it my Duty to 
c aim to enjoy that Benefit ſome other way, 
« whatever Odium, or Sufferings, I may bring up- 

I have tranſcrib'd this whole: Paſſage from Mr. 
 Whifton, being full and clear to my purpoſe; un- 

anſwer d, and unaſwerable: And it may appear 


from hence that the hardeſt Names which I have _ 


given to Arian Subſcription are in reality no ſeve- 
rer than had been before given, by a known Friend 
to the Arian Cauſe: So that This Heiter may, 


with equal Juſtice, charge Mr. Whiſton alſo with 


Slauder, Calumny, and perſecuting Principles, for 
his declaring ſuch ' Subſcription to be groſs Inſin- 
cerity and Prevarication. The pious and candid 
Mr. Nelſon, and the very judicious and learned 
Biſhop of Oxfurd, had Both. expreſſed their Abhor- 
rence of it, beforeT wrote; as the Anonymous Au- 
thor of the Caſe jof Addreſſing, &c. has alſo done 
ſince. And indeed, who is thereof any tolerable 
Meaſure of good Senſe, or breathing any thing of 
the true Spirit of Piety, that does not utterly de- 


r 


have now done with This Writer, and, I 
hope, with This Cauſe too : It is high Time ” 
m2 1 thoſe 


'< Saw 
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» = thoſe Gentlemen, at length, to ſee their Error, 
And correct it. They may ſucceed toſerably, for- 
A while, in the Trinitarian Controverſy, which 
ie, in compariſon, underſtand thoroughly; and 
GV bey may £0 on, for à Seaſon, in perverting 
_ -Seripture, and 
*Generality, who will not readily obſerve it, or be 


Fathers, without Rebuke from the 


at the pains to ſearch into it. But if They think 
to practiſe in like manner with our Articles, and 
Liturgy, where every Engliſs Reader can judge; 
or if They pretend to put off their Sophiſtry in a 
plain Point of Morality, here cvery Man, of any 


common Diſcernment, can both detect, and con- 


fute Them; They will diſoblige and diſſerve their 
own Characters extremely; and will, at length, 


make but a very mean, not to ſay contemptible 


Figure, in ſo wiſe, and knowing an Age. We did 
not indeed expect that any greater Geniuſſes ſnould 
riſe up in the Arian Cauſe, than had 'imbark'd in 
the ſame Cauſe, many Ages upwards: But it was 
4 reaſonable Preſumption, that None would un- 
dertake the Keforming- of our Faith, and the wew u 


ftamping our whole Syſtem of Theology, but ſuch as 


would not (eſpecially after notice given) betray 
a Weakneſs, and flowneſs of Apprehenſion, even 


